
THURSDAY, MAY 6, 1976 



PART I: 


MOTHER’S DAY 

Presidential proclamation .... .. 18643 

FEDERAL AND FEDERALLY ASSISTED 
PROGRAMS 

Justice/LEAA issues regulations for evaluation, review 
and coordination; effective 5-6-76.~. 18653 


PERSONNEL MONITORING OF 
RADIOGRAPHERS 

NRC issues licenses for radiography and radiation safety 
requirements for radiographic operations; effective 8-4- 


76.-... 18645 

DISTILLED SPIRITS PLANTS 

Treasury/ATF proposes to relax regulation of submission 
of supporting information for registration; comments 
by 6-7-76...... 18676 

MANDATORY PETROLEUM REGULATIONS 

FEA issues clarification of refined petroleum products; 
effective 5-6-76..... 18646 


GIFTED AND TALENTED CHILDREN 

HEW/OE final regulations governing programs and proj¬ 
ects for special educational needs; effective 6-21-76_ 18660 

FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY 
STANDARDS 

DOT/NHTSA Issues regulations for tire and rim selec¬ 
tion for others than passenger cars; effective 5-6-76. 18659 

RECTANGULAR HEADLAMPS 

DOT/NHTSA proposes requirements to conform to SAE 
standards or recommended practices; comments by 
6-25-76..... 18687 

BOATS AND ASSOCIATED PRODUCTS 

DOT/CG proposes amendments affecting the safe load¬ 
ing and flotation standards; comments by 6-21-76- 18679 

COMMERCIAL PRACTICES 

CPSC issues extension of policy and procedures regard¬ 


ing substantial-products hazards. 18651 

MEETINGS— — 

CRC: Michigan Advisory Committee, 5-23 thru 

5-25-76 _ 18705 

Commerce/DlBA: Exporters’ Textile Advisory Commit¬ 
tee, 6-9-76...-........ 18694 

Commercial Development of the Oceans Confer¬ 
ence 6-9 through 6-12-76_ 18696 


CONTINUED INSIDE 





















reminders 

(The Items In this list were editorially oomptied as an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal 
significance. Since this list Is Intended as a reminder, It does not Include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) 


Rules Going Into Effect Today 


DOT/FAA—Standard instrument approach 
procedures for certain areas (2 docu¬ 
ments). 12279, 12280; 3-25-76 


List of Public Laws 


Note: No public bills which have become 
law were received by the Office of the Federal 
Register for inclusion in today's List of 
Public Laws. 


AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 

Ten agencies have agreed to a six-month trial period based on the assignment of two days a week beginning 
February 9 and ending August 6 (See 41 FR 5453). The participating agencies and the days assigned are as follows: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 


NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 


OOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/APH1S 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 


DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 


DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 


CSC 



CSC 


LABOR 



LABOR 


Documents normally scheduled on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day fol¬ 
lowing the holiday. 

Comments on this trial program are invited and will be received through May 7, 1976. Comments should 
be submitted to the Director of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408. 


ATTENTION: Questions, corrections, or requests for information regarding the contents of this issue only may 
be made by dialing 202-523-5284. For information on obtaining extra copies, please call 202-523-5240. 
To obtain advance information from recorded highlights of selected documents to appear in the next issue, 
dial 202-523-5022. 




Published dally, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays. Sundays, or on official Federal 
holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 600, as amended: 44 U.8.C., 
Ch. 16) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 


The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued 
by Federal agencies. These Include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public Interest. Documents are on file for public inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day before 
they are published, unless earlier filing Is requested by the Lssulng agency. 


The Federal Register will be furnished by mall to subscribers, free of postage, for $6.00 per month or $60 per year, payable 
in advance. The charge for individual copies is 76 cents for each Issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bouna. 
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents. TJ3. Government Printing Office. Washington. 
D.C. 20402. 


There are no restrictions on the republlcatlon of material appearing In the Federal Register. 
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


FEA: LP-Gas Industry Advisory Committee, 5-25-76 18712 

State Regulatory Advisory Committee, 5-21-76. 18712 

Transportation Advisory Committee, 5—25—76- 18713 

HEW/ADAMHA: Advisory Committee, June, 1976 18696 

OE; National Advisory Council for Career Education, 

5- 26 and 5-27-76. 18696 

Interior/BLM: Coos Bay District Advisory Board, 

6- 2-76 .. 18689 

Grand Junction District Advisory Board, 6-29 and 

6-30-76 . 18689 

Redding District Advisory Board, 6-2 and 6-3-76.. 18690 
Salmon District Multiple Use Advisory Board 

6-10-76 ....—.—. 18689 

NPS: Appalachian National Scenic Trail Advisory 

Council, 5-24-76. 18691 

Chesapeake and Ohio Canal National Historic Park 

Commission, 5-22-76. 18691 

Justice: Armored Car Committee of LEAA's Private 
Security Advisory Council (PSAC), 5-24 and 

5-25-76 ....-. 18689 

Law Enforcement/Private Security Relationships 
Committee, 5—27 and 5—28—76 -* 18689 


NASA: NASA Research and Technology Advisory Coun¬ 
cil Informal Subpanels on Aeronautics and Space 

Technology Programs, 5-24 thru 5-28-76_ 18720 

National Science Foundation: Advisory Panel for Psy¬ 
chobiology, 5-26 and 5-27-76 18730 

NRC: Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, 
Subcommittee on the Diablo Canyon Nuclear 

Power Station Units 1 and 2, 5-21-76___ 18732 

Railroad Retirement Board: Actuarial Advisory Com¬ 
mittee with respect of the Railroad Retirement 

Accounts, 6-16-76_ 18737 

SEC: National Market Advisory Board, 5-17 and 

5-18-76. 18737 

State:_Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Advisory Commit¬ 
tee, 5-25-76 . 18688 


Overseas Schools Advisory Council, 5-27-76. 18688 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee 


on Maritime Law, 6-18-76___ 18688 

Study Group 1 of the U.S. National Committee for 
the International Telegraph and Telephone Con¬ 
sultative Committee (CCITT), 6-2-76. 18688 

CHANGED MEETINGS— 

HEW/ADAMHA: Alcohol Training Review Committee, 

5-24 and 5-25-76 . 18696 

CANCELLED MEETINGS— 

DOD: Defense Science Board Net Technical Assess¬ 
ment Task Force, 5-5 and 5-6-76 18689 


PART II: 

RELOCATION PAYMENTS, ASSISTANCE 
AND REAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION 

HUD proposes eligibility of costs incurred by displaced 
business concern at replacement site; comments by 
6-7-76... .. 18761 

PART III: 

NAVIGATION AND SAFETY 

DOT/CG proposes navigation practices, equipment and 
testing procedures for vessels of over 1600 gross tons 
(3 documents); comments by 7-6-76_ 18766, 18770, 18771 

PART IV: 

HOSPITAL POINT SOURCE CATEGORY 

EPA issues rules and proposals for effluent limitations, 
guidelines and standards (2 documents); comments by 
and effective 6-7-76 .1. 18774, 18779 


contents 


THE PRESIDENT 

Proclamations 

Mother’s Day_ 18643 

EXECUTIVE AGENCIES 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 


Rules 

Grapefruit (pink, seedless) grade 

standards_ 18674 

Oranges, grapefruit, tangerines, 

and tangelos grown in Fla_ 18673 

Oranges (navel) grown in Ariz. 

and parts of Calif_ 18674 

Raspberries; grade standards; 
correction_ 18673 

Proposed Rules 

limes grown in Fla_ 18678 

Potato research and promotion 
plan; expenses and rate of as¬ 
sessment_ 18679 

Tobacco inspection; price sup¬ 
port services to new markets_ 18677 


AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

See Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice; Farmers Home Adminis¬ 
tration; Forest Service. 


ALCOHOL, DRUG ABUSE AND MENTAL 
HEALTH ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Alcohol Training Review Com¬ 
mittee _ 18696 

Mental Health National Advi¬ 
sory Council_ 18696 

ALCOHOL, TOBACCO AND FIREARMS 
BUREAU 

Proposed Rules 

Distilled spirits plants_ 18676 

AMERICAN INDIAN POLICY REVIEW 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Hearings: 

Indian economic development, 
investiagtion_ 18699 

ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL 
FOUNDATION 

Notices 

Grants, guidelines for: 

Visual Arts Program_ 18720 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Notices 

Hearings, etc.: — 

Alaska Airlines, Inc., et al. (2 


documents)_ 18699, 18701 

American Airlines, Inc_ 18699 

Jetsave Ltd_ 18701 

National Passenger Traffic Asso¬ 
ciation, Inc_ 18704 

Overbooking and oversales_ 18704 

Ozark Air Lines, et al_ 18701 


CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings, State advisory com¬ 
mittees: 

Michigan_ 18705 

COAST GUARD 


Rules 

Marine investigation regulations. 18655 

Proposed Rules 

Boats and associated equipment; 
safe loading and flotation stand¬ 
ards __ 18679 

Minimum net bottom clearance.. 18771 

Navigation safety regulations_ 18766 

Tug assistance in confined waters. 18770 
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Notices 

Equipment, construction, and ma¬ 
terials; approvals and termina¬ 
tions _ 18698 

President's Cup Regatta; special 
local regulations___ 18698 

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

See also Domestic and Interna¬ 
tional Business Administration; 
Economic Development Admin¬ 
istration; Maritime Adminis¬ 
tration; National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration. 

Notices 

Meetings; 

Commercial Development of the 
Oceans _ 18696 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

Substantial product hazards; pol¬ 
icy and procedures- 18651 

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Defense Science Board Net 
Technical Assessment Task 
Force; cancelled_ 18689 

DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Exporters’ Textile Advisory 

Committee_ 18694 

Scientific articles: duty free entry: 
Kentucky Baptist Hospital, 

et al_ 18693 

University of Rochester_ 18693 


ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Import determination decisions: 


Lisbon Shoes, Inc_ 18694 

Thurlow Leatherworld- 18694 

EDUCATION OFFICE 
Rules 

Program for the gifted and tal¬ 
ented - 18660 

Supplemental educational oppor¬ 
tunity grant program; annual 
revision of sample cases and 
Benchmark figures_ 18660 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Career Education National Ad¬ 
visory Council- 18696 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Rules 

Air quality implementation plans: 
various States, etc.: 

Indiana - 18654 

Water pollution; effluent guide¬ 
lines for certain point source 
categories; 

Hospitals_._ 18774 


Proposed Rules 

Water pollution; effluent guide¬ 
lines for certain point source 
categories: 

Hospitals__ 18779 

Notices 

Air pollution; ambient air moni¬ 
toring reference and equivalent 

methods__ 18708 

Pesticide chemicals, etc.; peti¬ 
tions: 

Abbott Lab (2 documents)... 18708. 

18709 

BASF Wyandotte Corp_ 18708 

Ciba-Geigy Corp_ 18709 

E. I. duPont de Nemours & Co_ 18707 

FMC Corp., et al_ 18709 

Pen wait Co_ 18707 

Rohm & Haas Co__ 18707 

Southeastern Fruit & Tree Nut 

Research Station_ 18708 

Pesticides, specific exemptions and 
experimental use permits: 

Albany International Co_ 18706 

Elanco Products Co_ 18706 

Zoecon Corp.; methoprene on 

mosquitoes _ 18706 

Water pollution prevention and 
control; addition to list of 
categories of sources: 

Hospitals-18710 


FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed Rules 

Security property; conversion 
federal statute of limitations.. 18679 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness directives; 

Cessna _ 18647 

Lockheed-Califomia.. 18648 

McDonnell Douglas_ 18649 

Schempp Hirth and Burkhart 

Grob- 18648 

Sikorsky - 18649 

Standard instrument approach 

procedures _ 18651 

Transition areas (4 documents) 18650 

Proposed Rules 
Airworthiness directives: 

Hawker Siddeley Aviation Ltd.. 18682 
Messerschmitt - Bolkow - Blohm 

et al (2 documents)_ 18681,18683 

Societe Nationale Industrielle 


Aerospatiale __ 18681 

Control areas__ 18683 

Jet routes_ 18685 

VOR Federal airways_ 18684 


FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

V Petroleum allocation regulations, 
mandatory: 

Crude oil, domestic; entitle¬ 
ments program_ 18646 

Notices 

Appeals and applications for ex¬ 
ception. etc.; cases filed with 
Exceptions and Appeals Office (3 

documents) _ 18710-18712 

Meetings: 

LP-gas Industry Advisory Com¬ 
mittee . 18712 


State Regulatory Advisory Com¬ 
mittee ___18712 

Transportation Advisory Com¬ 
mittee ---18713 

FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Flood Insurance Program, Na¬ 
tional: 

Areas eligible for sale of in¬ 
surance _ 18652 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

Rules 

Tariffs, filing by common carriers 
by water in foreign commerce of 
U.S. and by conference of such 
carriers; effective date post¬ 
poned ... 18655 

Notices 

Compliants filed: 

United Nations v. Flota Mer- 
cante Grancolumbiana, S.A.. 18714 

Freight forwarder licenses: 


Naar, W. J..18713 

Agreements filed, etc.: 

American President Lines, et aL 18713 
Compagnie Maritime Des Char- 
geurs Reunis, S.A., et al_18713 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

National Gas Survey, Trans¬ 
mission. Distribution & Stor¬ 
age, Technical Advisory Task 
Force, Rate Design; agenda 


revision_18716 

Hearings , etc.: 

Amoco Production Co_18714 

Exxon Corp_18714 

JIC Drilling Fund, et al_18715 


FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Railroad track, locomotives and 
equipment, special notice and 
emergency order procedures_ 18656 

Proposed Rules 

Freight cars; initial periodic in¬ 
spection _ 18685 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Rules 

Fishing: 

Lake Ilo National Wildlife 
Refuge. N. Dak. 18659 

Proposed Rules 

Valley County, Montana; designa¬ 
tion of certain lands and waters 
closed under Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act__ 18677 

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Animal drugs, feeds, and related 
products: 

Ampicillin trihydrate tablets... 18652 

FOREST SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental statements; avail¬ 
ability, etc.: 


iv 
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Flathead National Forest, 

Mont _ 18692 

Medicine Bow National Forest, 

Savage Run Unit, Wyo- 18691 

Nezperce National Forest, Red 

River Planning Unit, Ida- 18692 

Payette National Forest, Mead¬ 
ows Planning Unit, Ida_ 18692 

Routt National Forest, Mt. 

Welba land use plan, Colo- 18692 

Meetings: 

Shoshone National Forest Live¬ 
stock Advisory Board_ 18692 


HAZARDOUS MATERIALS OPERATIONS 
OFFICE 

Rules 

Incorporation by reference pro¬ 
visions _ 18656 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See also Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administration; 
Education Office; Food and 
Drug Administration. 

Notices 

Organizations, functions, and au¬ 
thority delegations: 

Assistant Secretary for Health 

(2 documents)_ 18697, 18698 

Health Resources Administra¬ 
tion _ 18697 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See also Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Proposed Rules 

Relocation payments, assistance 
and real property acquisition 18761 

INDIAN AFFAIRS BUREAU 

Proposed Rules 

Irrigation projects, operation and 
maintenance charges: 

Flathead, Mont.. 18676 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

See Fish and Wildlife Service; 

Indian Affairs Bureau; Land 
Management Bureau; National 
Park Service. 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 

Notices 

Import investigations: 

Certail Bismuth Molybdate 
Catalysts_18716 

U.S. contribution to technical work 
of the harmonized system com¬ 
mittee, participation notice_18716 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 

Notices 

Car service exemptions, mandatory 


(4 documents)_ 18757, 18758 

Hearing assignments_ 18759 

Motor carriers: 


Temporary authority applica¬ 
tions (2 documents).. 18758, 18759 
Petitions for modification, inter¬ 
pretation or reinstatement of 

operating rights authority__ 18738 

Rerouting of traffic.. 18758 


JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 

See Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration. 

LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Federal and federally-assisted pro¬ 
grams and projects- 18653 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Private Security Advisory Coun¬ 
cil (2 documents)_ 18689 

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 

Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Utah ..... 18690 

Meetings: 

Coos Bay District Advisory 

Board_ 18689 

Grand Junction District Mul¬ 
tiple Use Advisory Board_ 18689 

Redding District Advisory Board 18690 
Salmon District Multiple Use 
Advisory Board___ 18689 

Withdrawal and reservation of 
lands, proposed, etc.: 

Nevada_ 18690 


MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

American President Lines, Ltd. T8695 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON THE 
EDUCATION OF DISADVANTAGED 
CHILDREN 

Notices 

Meeting__... 18736 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

NASA Research and Technology 
Advisory Council_ 18720 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC 
SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Motor vehicle safety standards: 

Tire ^election and rims for other 


. than passenger cars_ 18659 

Proposed Rules 

Motor vehicle safety standards: 

Lamps, reflective devices, and 
associated equipment_ 18687 


NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Endangered species permit, appli¬ 


cations -- 18695 

Meetings: 

Sea Grant Advisory Panel_ 18695 


NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Appalachian National Scenic 


Trail Advisory Council_ 18691 

Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Na¬ 
tional Historic Park Commis¬ 
sion _,_ 18691 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
Notices 

Committees; establishment, re¬ 
newals, etc.: 

Earthquake Prediction and 
Hazard Mitigation Advisory 

Group_ 18730 

Meetings: 

Psychobiology Advisory Panel— 18730 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY 
BOARD 

Notices 

Safety recommendations and ac¬ 
cident reports; availability, re¬ 
sponses, etc_ 18730 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 


Rules 

Personnel monitoring of radi¬ 
ographers __- 18645 

Notices 

International atomic energy 
agency draft safety guide; draft 

for public comment_ 18735 

Meetings: 

Subcommittee on the Diablo 
Canyon Nuclear Power Sta¬ 
tion Units 1 and 2. 18732 

Offshore Power Systems, change 
in prehearing conference loca¬ 
tion _ 18736 

Applications, etc.: 

Consolidated Edison Co. of New 

York, Inc__ 18733 

Consumers Power Co. (2 docu¬ 
ments) __— 18733, 18735 

Florida Power & Light Co- 18733 

Gulf States Utilities Co_ 18735 

Nebraska Public Power District. 18733 
Public Service Co. of Colorado., 18734 
Southern California Edison Co., 


Tennessee Valley Authority <2 

documents)_ 18736 

Toledo Edison Co., et al_ 18734 

Union Electric Co_ 18734 

Yankee Atomic Electric Co_ 18734 


RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Actuarial Advisory Committee. _ 18737 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


Notices 

Meetings: 

National Market Advisory 

Board_ 18737 

Hearings, etc.: 

American General Life Insur¬ 
ance Co. of New York_18737 

Equity Funding Corp. of Amer¬ 
ica and Orion Capital Carp— 18738 

Macrodata Corp_ 18737 

Midwest Securities Trust Co... 18738 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Disaster areas: 

Massachusetts _ 18738 

Texas_ 18738 
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STATE DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings: 

International Telegraph and 
Telephone Consultative Com¬ 
mittee _ 18688 

Northwest Atlantic Fisheries 

Advisory Committee_ 18688 

Overseas Schools Advisory 

Council_ 18688 

Shipping Coordinating Commit¬ 
tee - 18688 


TEXTILE AGREEMENTS IMPLEMENTATION 
COMMITTEE 

Notices 

Cotton textiles: 

India _ 18705 

TRADE NEGOTIATIONS, OFFICE OF 
THE SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVE 

Notices 

Hearings: 

National Soybean Processors 
Association and American 
Soybean Association; post¬ 
poned _ 18738 


TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

See Coast Guard; Federal Aviation 
Administration; Federal Rail¬ 
road Administration; Hazard¬ 
ous Materials Operations Office; 
National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

See also Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms Bureau. 

Notices 

Antidumping: ' 

AC adapters from Japan_ 18688 


list of cfr ports affected in this issue 


The following numerical guide Is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today's 
issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month. 

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected 
by documents published since the revision date of each title. 
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The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during May. 
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Ch. I_ 18283 

3 CFR 

Proclamations: 

4430_ 18397 

4437_ 18643 

Memorandums: 
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August 5, 1975 (See Memorandum 
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Memorandumof April 14,1976). 18281 
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presidential documents 

Title 3—The President 

PROCLAMATION 4437 

Mother’s Day, 1976 

By the President of the United States of America 

A Proclamation 

By responding to new challenges, and assuming new roles, America’s women are 
contributing much to the enrichment of American society. 

But for all dial women do, there is no undertaking more challenging, no respon¬ 
sibility more awesome, than that of being a mother. Motherhood is more than a life 
role, it is a job that is continuously demanding and rewarding. A mother’s guidance 
is most significant in the growth of her children into responsible, self-reliant, under¬ 
standing and productive human beings. 

For all of their immeasurable and unselfish sacrifices in developing the character 
of our youth, that which is synonymous with love, creation, compassion, honor and 
integrity we are grateful for their countless contributions to their families, to their 
communities, and to the Nation. Each year we especially and significantly honor the 
role of motherhood on Mother’s Day, the second Sunday in May as designated by the 
Congress (38 Stat. 770, 36 U.S.C. 141, 142). 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, GERALD R. FORD, President of the United States 
of America, do hereby request that Sunday, May 9, 1976, be observed as Mother’s Day. 
I call upon government officials to display the flag of the United States on all govern¬ 
ment buildings, and I ask all citizens to display the flag at their homes and other suit¬ 
able places on that day, and to remember our mothers in some very special way. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this fifth day of May, 
in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred seventy-six, and of the Independence of the 
United States of America the two hundreth. 

IFRDoc.76-13443 Filed 5-5-76 ;11:08 am] 
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rules one! regulations 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 
keyed to and codified In the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of each month. 


Title 10—Energy 

CHAPTER I—NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

PART 34— LICENSES FOR RADIOGRAPHY 

AND RADIATION SAFETY REQUIRE¬ 
MENTS FOR RADIOGRAPHIC OPERA¬ 
TIONS 

Personnel Monitoring of Radiographers 

On October 11, 1974, the Atomic En¬ 
ergy Commission published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (39 FR 36601) a proposed 
amendment of 10 CFR Part 34 of its reg¬ 
ulations. The proposed amendment 
would have allowed radiographers and 
their assistants to use either film badges 
or thermoluminescence dosimeters 
(TLD’s) to record exposures. Existing 
regulations permitted only the use of 
film badges. The amendment was 
thought desirable because the Commis¬ 
sion staff believed TLD’s to be as effective 
as film badges and superior to film badges 
in certain applications. 

The amendment also would have re¬ 
quired that direct-reading pocket dosim¬ 
eters be used instead of pocket dosimeters 
or pocket chambers that require a sep¬ 
arate device for reading. It was believed 
that this change would provide greater 
safety for radiographers by making it 
easier for them to check at any time 
the radiation doses they had received. 

On October 11, 1974, the Energy Re¬ 
organization Act of 1974 1 was enacted 
into law. This Act abolished the Atomic 
Energy Commission and, by section 201 
established the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission (NRC) and transferred to that 
Commission all of the licensing and re¬ 
lated regulatory functions of the Atomic 
Energy Commission. In addition, section 
301 of the Energy Reorganization Act 
provided that any proceedings pending 
before the AEC at the time of its aboli¬ 
tion shall, to the extent that such pro¬ 
ceedings relate to functions transferred 
by the Act, be continued. 

All interested persons were invited to 
submit written comments on the pro¬ 
posed amendment by December 10. 1974. 
Six public comments on the proposed 
amendment were received. Four endorsed 
the amendment, although one of these 
suggested additional requirements. One 
comment stated that TLD’s should be 
evaluated more fully before allowing 
their use, and one comment was opposed 
to permitting the use of TLD’s. The spe- 
1 comments made are discussed below. 

It was suggested that the amendment 
Should not be adopted until a study to 
compare the accuracy of film and TLD’s, 
being funded by the Bureau of Radio¬ 
logical Health. Is completed. The study 


5 Public Law 03-438 (88 Stat. 1233). 


is now complete. It showed that TLD’s 
can perform comparably with film.’ A 
similar study at the National Sanitation 
Foundation, Ann Arbor, Michigan, had 
similar results.* * 

It was also suggested that the regula¬ 
tion should specify the types of TLD 
chips that are considered acceptable. The 
Commission does not consider such de¬ 
tail desirable for this regulation. 

It was further suggested that the com¬ 
petency of each company offering a do¬ 
simeter service should be tested. The 
NRC staff has such a requirement under 
consideration. 

One comment stated that the notice of 
proposed rule making was in error in 
stating that TLD’s are more sensitive to 
low doses than film. The two studies 
mentioned above did seem to indicate 
that film is more accurate and more sen¬ 
sitive at low doses. Nevertheless, the 
Commission considers the performance 
of TLD’s at low doses to be acceptable. 

The same comm enter also noted that 
TLD’s have other disadvantages in com¬ 
parison to film. Upon reading of a TLD 
the signal is obliterated so that reader 
malfunction can cause loss of data. 
TLD’s are inferior in determining the 
energy of the radiation. TLD’s give no 
information as to the direction of the 
exposure. TLD’s do not provide a •‘pic¬ 
ture” as does film; for example. TLD’s 
do not give an image which Indicates if 
an exposure was received from a single 
well-defined source, several such sources, 
or various diffuse sources. While these 
points are valid, film also has disadvan¬ 
tages. Accidents or errors in processing 
the film can cause loss of the data. High 
humidity causes fogging and loss of data. 
Ripped packages or water soaking cause 
loss of data. On balance, it does not ap¬ 
pear that one system is sufficiently supe¬ 
rior to the other to justify restriction by 
regulation the use of only one; the Com¬ 
mission believes both types of personnel 
dosimeters are acceptable. Under the 
provisions of § 20.202, 10 CFR Part 20, 
all licensees other than radiographers are 
permitted to use TLD’s to record ex¬ 
posures. 

According to one comment, audible 
pocket alarm systems and digital readout 
dosimeters should be required. The Com¬ 
mission does not consider such systems 
to be essential and does not intend to re¬ 


* Available from Caleb Kincaid, Bureau of 
Radiological Health, 1901 Chapman Ave., 
Rockville, Md. 20852. Copy available for In¬ 
spection tn the NRC Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street NW., Washington. D.C. 

* Available from Gary Sherlaw, National 
Sanitation Foundation, Ann Arbor, Michigan 
48105. Copy available for Inspection In the 
NBC Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D C. 


quire their use at this time. (Electronic 
digital readout dosimeters are direct 
reading and may be used to meet the re¬ 
quirements of § 34.33 in place of the more 
common direct-reading pocket ionization 
chambers.) The Commission does intend 
to investigate the desirability of requir¬ 
ing personal audible alarm systems. Per¬ 
sons wishing to comment on the desir¬ 
ability of such a requirement should 
write to the Occupational Health Stand¬ 
ards Branch, Office of Standards Devel¬ 
opment, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. Washington, D.C. 20555 by Au¬ 
gust 1, 1976. 

It was suggested that the initial and 
subsequent calibrations of self-reading 
dosimeters be required. This is already 
recommended in the staff’s Regulatory 
Guide 8.4, “Direct-reading and Indirect- 
reading Pocket Dosimeters.” 

An upper limit on the range of self- 
reading dosimeters was suggested so that 
a dosimeter with too coarse a scale would 
not be used. The Commission does not 
consider this to be necessary. Experience 
has shown that licensees have used good 
judgment in this regard. 

Another comment suggested that if an 
individual’s dosimeter were discharged 
beyond its range, that individual should 
be prohibited from further radiation 
work during that quarter until the film 
badge could be processed. This problem 
is already covered in the Commission’s 
regulations. If a licensee believes an in¬ 
dividual may be overexposed, it is already 
the licensee’s responsibility under $ 20.- 
101 to prevent further exposure during 
that quarter. 

After careful consideration of the com¬ 
ments received, and other factors in¬ 
volved. the Commission has adopted the 
amendment set forth below. The only 
difference from the amendment pub¬ 
lished for comment is the addition of a 
requirement that licensees maintain cer¬ 
tain reports and records related to the 
dosimeters until the Commission author¬ 
izes their disposal. The proposed rule 
did not specifically state the conditions 
under which a licensee could dispose of 
such records or reports. 

In accordance with the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954, as amended, the Energy Re¬ 
organization Act of 1974, as amended, 
and sections 552 and 553 of title 5 of the 
United States Code, the following 
amendment of Title 10, Chapter I, Code 
of Federal Regulations, Part 34 is pub¬ 
lished as a document subject to codifica¬ 
tion. 

Section 34.33 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 31-33 lYrKonnrl monitoring. 

la) The licensee shall not permit any 
individual to act as a radiographer or as 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


a radiographer's assistant unless, at all 
times during radiographic operations, 
each such individual wears a direct- 
reading pocket dosimeter and either a 
film badge or a thermoluminescence 
dosimeter. Pocket dosimeters shall have 
a range from zero to at least 200 milli- 
roentgens and shall be recharged daily 
or at the start of each shift. Each film 
badge and thermoluminescence dosi¬ 
meter shall be assigned to and worn by 
only one individual. 

(b) Pocket dosimeters shall be read 
and exposures recorded daily. An indi¬ 
vidual's film badge or thermolumines- 
cence dosimeter shall be immediately 
processed if his pocket dosimeter is dis¬ 
charged beyond its range. Reports re¬ 
ceived from the badge or dosimeter pro¬ 
cessor and records of the pocket dosi¬ 
meter readings shall be maintained for 
inspection by the Commission until it 
authorizes their disposal. 

Effective date: This amendment be¬ 
comes effective on August 4, 1976. 

(See. 161, Pub. Law. 83-703. 68 Stat. 948; 
Sec. 201, Pub. Law 93-498, 88 Stat. 124 2 ( 42 
UB.O. 2201, 6841)) 


Dated at Washington, D.C. this 30th 
day of April 1976. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


Samuel J. Chilk, 
Secretary of the Commission . 


(FR Doc.70-18136 Piled 6-6-70;8; 46 am] 


CHAPTER II—FEDERAL ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART 211—MANDATORY PETROLEUM 
ALLOCATION REGULATIONS 

PART 212—MANDATORY PETROLEUM 
PRICE REGULATIONS 

Emergency Amendment Adopting Special 
Rule No. 7 for Subpart C of Part 211 and 
Corrective Amendments to Parts 211 
and 212 

On March 29,1976. the Federal Energy 
Administration adopted amendments to 
Title 10, Part 211, of the Code of Federal 
Regulations with respect to the domestic 
crude oil entitlements program set forth 
at 10 CFR §211.67 (41 FR 13899; April 
1, 1976). Included among the amend¬ 
ments adopted thereby were modifica¬ 
tions to § 211.67(d) (2), that provides for 
deduction from a refiner’s runs of the 
volume of export sales under § 212.53. 
These particular amendments clarified 
that the term ‘‘refined petroleum prod¬ 
uct" has always included aviation fuels, 
and added export sales of residual fuel 
oil (which, as defined in § 211.51, includes 
marine bunker fuels) as a deduction 
from a refiner’s crude runs. A reference 
was also added to clarify that, for pur¬ 
poses of the deduction, export sales are 
those sales not subject to FEA price con¬ 
trols pursuant to § 212.53. 

Generally, the purpose of the export 
sales deduction is to ensure that cost 
equalization benefits under the entitle¬ 
ments program are retained within the 
domestic market and are not granted to 


a refiner for sales of products made into 
the world market at uncontrolled prices. 

Since tiie issuance of the rule adopt¬ 
ing these changes, FEA has received 
numerous inquiries concerning the ap¬ 
plicability of the export sales deduction 
to bunker fuels for marine use. A sub¬ 
stantial volume of bunker fuel is sold 
by domestic refiners for consumption by 
foreign and U.S. flag carriers for use 
either on coastal or international voy¬ 
ages. Since it is not clear exactly what 
types of. transactions in bunker fuels 
constitute export sales under 212.53, 
FEA has determined that effectiveness of 
the export sales deduction as to Bun¬ 
kers C and Navy Special fuel oils and No. 
4 diesel for marine use should be delayed 
for a period of two months until June 1, 
1976 to provide FEA an opportunity to 
issue a ruling to clarify these issues and 
to evaluate further the underlying policy 
considerations in tills area. 

Accordingly, Special Rule No. 7 adopt¬ 
ed hereby exempts from the require¬ 
ments of 5 211.67(d)(2) export sales in 
April and May 1976 of Bunker C and 
Navy Special fuel oils and No. 4 diesel 
for marine use. Based on the advice re¬ 
ceived pursuant to the written comment 
and public hearing procedures provided 
for hereby and its own further analysis, 
FEA will determine at the conclusion of 
this rulemaking proceeding whether it 
would be appropriate to propose any 
change in the treatment of marine bun¬ 
ker fuels under § 211.67(d) (2). 

Corrective amendments to Parts 211 
and 212 have also been adopted on an 
emergency basis to specify that entitle¬ 
ment costs and feductions in entitle¬ 
ment sales revenues relating to adjust¬ 
ments for production of residual fuel oil 
for sale in or into the East Coast market 
under 5 211.64(d)(4) shall be applied 
only to prices for residual fuel oil sold 
in or into that market. Thus, any pricing 
adjustments attributable to 5 211.67(d) 
(4) shall be confined to a refiner’s sales 
of residual fuel oil in the East Coast. 

The Special Rules is effective imme¬ 
diately because any delay in its effective 
date would subject refiners to the export 
sale deduction requirements as to marine 
bunker fuels, beginning with sales in 
April 1976, without their having been 
advised by FEA as to precisely which 
transactions constitute export sales 
under the regulations. The pricing 
amendments adopted hereby are merely 
corrective in nature and are effective im¬ 
mediately. 

Section 7(i) (1) (B) of the Federal En¬ 
ergy Administration Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 
93-275) (the “FEAA”) provides for 
waiver of the requirements of that sec¬ 
tion as to time of notice and opportunity 
to comment prior to promulgation of reg¬ 
ulations where strict compliance with 
such requirements is found to cause seri¬ 
ous harm or injury to the public health, 
safety, or welfare. The FEA has deter¬ 
mined for the reasons outlined above 
that strict compliance with the require¬ 
ments of 5 7(1) (1) (B) .of the FEAA 
would thus cause serious harm and in¬ 
jury to the public welfare. Accordingly, 


these requirements must be waived and 
tliis Special Rule and the corrective 
amendments are made effective Immedi¬ 
ately, prior to opportunity to comment 
thereon. 

The review provisions of § 7(c)(2) of 
the FEAA are hereby waived for a period 
of fourteen days, as provided for in that 
section, upon a finding that there is an 
emergency situation which requires im¬ 
mediate action. FEA is submitting the 
text of these emergency amendments 
concurrently with their issuance to the 
Administrator of the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency for his review. 

Because the Special Rule and the cor¬ 
rective amendments are being issued on 
an emergency basis, an opportunity for 
oral presentation of views will not be pos¬ 
sible prior to their promulgation. A pub¬ 
lic hearing on the Special Rule and the 
corrective amendments, however, will be 
held beginning at 9:30 a.m. on May 18. 
1976, In Room 3000A, 12th Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Washington. 
D.C., to receive comments from inter¬ 
ested persons. Any person who has an 
interest in the subject of the hearing, 
or who is a representative of a group or 
class of persons which lias an interest in 
the subject of the hearipg, may make a 
written request for an opportunity to 
make oral presentation. Such a request 
should be directed to Executive Com¬ 
munications, FEA, and must be received 
before 4:30 pan., e.s.t., May 10, 1976. 
Such a request may be hand delivered to 
Room 3309, Federal Building, 12th and 
Pennsylvania Avenue N.W., Washington, 
D.C., between the hours of 8 a.m. and 
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday. The 
person making the request should be pre¬ 
pared to describe the interest concerned . 
if appropriate, to state why he or she is 
a proper representative of a group or 
class of persons which has such an in¬ 
terest; and to give a concise summary of 
the proposed oral presentation and a 
phone number where he or she may be 
contacted through May 14, 1976. Each 
person selected to be heard will be so 
notified by the FEA before 5:30 p.m.. 
May 12,1976, and must submit 100 copies 
of his or her statement to the Office of 
Regulations Management, FEA, Room 
3309, 12th Street and Pennsylvania Ave¬ 
nue, N.W., Washington, D.C. before 4:30 
p.m., e.s.t., on May 14, 1976. 

The FEA reserves the right to select the 
persons to be heard at the hearing, to 
schedule their respective presentations, 
and to establish the procedures govern¬ 
ing the conduct of the hearing. Each 
presentation may be limited, based on 
the number of persons requesting to be 
heard. 

An FEA official will be designated to 
preside at the hearing. It will not be a 
judicial or evidentiary type hearing. 
Questions may be asked only by those 
conducting the hearing, and there will 
be no cross-examination of persons pre¬ 
senting statements. At the conclusion 
of all Initial oral statements, each per¬ 
son who has mkde an oral statement 
will be given the opportunity, if he or she 
so desires, to make a rebuttal statement. 


» 
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The rebuttal statements will be given 
in the order in which the initial state¬ 
ment were made and will be subject 
to time limitations. 

Any interested person may submit 
questions, to be asked of any person 
making a statement at the hearing, 
to Executive Communications, FEA, be¬ 
fore 4:30 p.m., May 14, 1976. Any per¬ 
son who makes an oral statement and 
who wishes to ask a question at the hear¬ 
ing may submit the question, in writing, 
to the presiding officer. The FEA or the 
presiding officer, if the question is sub¬ 
mitted at the hearing, will determine 
whether the question is relevant and 
whether time limitations permit it to be 
presented for answer. 

Any further procedural rules needed 
for the proper conduct of the hearing 
will be announced by the presiding 
officer. 

A transcript of the hearing will be 
made and the entire record of the hear¬ 
ing, including the transcript, will be re¬ 
tained by the FEA and made available 
for inspection at the FEA Freedom of In¬ 
formation Office, Room 3116, Federal 
Building, 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue 
N.W„ Washington, D.C., between the 
hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. Anyone may purchase a 
copy of the transcript from the reporter. 

Interested persons are Invited to sub¬ 
mit data, views, or arguments with re¬ 
spect to the Special Rule and the 
corrective amendments to Box OS, 
Executive Communications, Room 3309, 
Federal Energy Administration, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20461. 

Comments should be identified on the 
outside envelope and on documents sub¬ 
mitted to Executive Communications, 
FEA. with the designation "Special 
Rule No. 7”. Fifteen copies should be 
submitted. All comments received by 
May 14, 1976, and all other relevant in¬ 
formation will be considered by FEA in 
the evaluation of the amendments 
adopted hereby. 

Any information or data considered 
by the person furnishing it to be confi¬ 
dential must be so identified and sub¬ 
mitted in writing, one copy only. FEA 
reserves the right to determine the con¬ 
fidential status of the information or 
data and to treat it according to its de¬ 
termination. 

(Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of 
1973, Pub. L. 93-159, as amended by Pub. L. 
94-163; Federal Energy Administration Act 
of 1974. Pub. It. 93-275; E O. 11790, 39 PR. 

23186) 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
211, Chapter n of Title 10, Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations, is amended as set forth 
below, effective immediately. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., April 30, 

1976. 

Michael F. Butler, 
General Counsel 

1. The Appendix to 8ubpart C of Part 
211 is amended by the addition of a Spe¬ 
cial Rule No. 7 to read as follows: 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

SPECIAL RUBE NO. 7 

1. Scope. This Special Rule provides, 
for the months April and May 1976, an 
exemption of the volumes of a refiner’s 
export sales of Bunker C and Navy Spe¬ 
cial fuel oils and No. 4 diesel for marine 
use from the export sale deduction re¬ 
quirement of § 211.67(d)(2). 

2. Export sale deduction exemption . 
Notwithstanding the provisions of §211.- 
67(d) (2), the volume of a refiner’s crude 
oil runs to stills for the months April 
and May 1976, shall not be reduced by 
that refiner’s volume of export sales of 
Bunker C and Navy Special fuel oils 
and No. 4 diesel for marine use. 

3. Provisions of Subpart C. The provi¬ 
sions of Subpart C of Part 211 shall re¬ 
main in full force and effect except as 
expressly modified by the provisions of 
this Special Rule. 

2. Section 211.67 is amended in clauses 
(i) (C) and (ii) (C) of subparagraph (1) 
of paragraph (m) to read as follows: 

§ 211.67 Allocation of i!omo*tic crude 
oil. 

• • • • ♦ 

(m) Adjustments to Crude Oil and 
Product Costs . 

(1) Refiners, (i) Entitlements pur¬ 
chased. 

• • • • • 

(C) The cost of entitlements pur¬ 
chased in a particular month pursuant 
to the adjustments to a refiner’s crude 
oil runs to stills under paragraph <d) (4) 
of this section shall be a cost of crude oil 
purchased or landed in that month which 
shall not be applied to product prices 
pursuant to the "A" factor of the gen¬ 
eral formulae of $ 212.83(c) (2) of this 
chapter, but which shall instead be ap¬ 
plied only to prices for residual fuel oil 
sold in or into the East Coast market. 

(ii) Entitlements sold. 

• • • • • 

(C) The reduction in sales revenues 
from entitlements sold in a particular 
month pursuant to the adjustments to a 
refiner’s crude oil runs to stills under 
paragraph (d)(4) of this section shall be 
a cost of crude oil purchased or landed in 
that month which shall not be applied 
to product prices pursuant to the "A" 
factor of the general formulae of 
$ 212.83(c) (2) of this chapter, but shall 
instead be applied only to prices for 
residual fuel oil sold in or into the East 
Coast market. 

i • • • • 

3. Section 212.83 is amended in para¬ 
graph (h) to read as follows: 

§ 212.83 Allocation of refiner's in¬ 
creased costs. 

• • a • » 

(h) Equal application among classes of 
purchaser. With respect to each covered 
product other than crude oil, when a 
firm calculates the amount of increased 
costs not recouped that may be added 
to May 15, 1973 selling prices to compute 
maximum allowable prices in a subse¬ 


quent month, it shall calculate its reve¬ 
nues as though the greatest amount of 
increased costs actually added to any 
May 15,1973 selling price of that covered 
product and included in the price 
charged to any class of purchaser, had 
been added, in the same amount, to the 
May 15, 1973 selling prices of such prod¬ 
uct and included in the price charged to 
each class of purchaser; except that, 
where an equal amount of increased costs 
is not included in the price charged to a 
purchaser because of a price term of a 
written contract covering the sale of 
such product that was entered into on 
or before September 1, 1974, that por¬ 
tion of the increased costs not included in 
the price charged to such a purchaser 
need not be included in the calculation 
of revenues, and except to the extent 
that § 211.67(m) of this chapter specif¬ 
ically requires certain costs and revenues 
resulting from entitlements transactions 
to be applied exclusively to determine 
maximum allowable prices in sales In or 
into the East Coast market or in sales in 
which purchasers do not receive entitle¬ 
ments for the importation of an eligible 
product. 

• • • * • 

[FR Doc.76-13121 Filed 5-3-76;9:19 Am) 


Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS 
PORTATION 

(Airworthiness Docket No. 76-WB-4-AD. 

Arndt. 39-25971 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Cessna 401 and 402 Series Airplanes and 
Model 414 Airplanes Modified in Accord* 
ance with STC SA2424WE or STC 
SA117NW 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (31 F.R. 
13697), an airworthiness directive was 
adopted on April 9, 1976, and made ef¬ 
fective immediately as to all known 
United States operators of Cessna 401 
and 402 series airplanes and model 414 
airplanes modified in accordance with 
STC SA2424WE or STC SA117NW. The 
directive requires visual inspection for 
cracks of-the forward and aft tangs of 
all three engine attachment points on 
the engine support truss within 5 hours' 
time in service and thereafter at inter¬ 
vals not to exceed 10 hours' time in 
service. In addition it requires that, 
within 5 hours’ time in service, steel 
shims be inserted to reduce the gap be¬ 
tween the forward and aft tangs of the 
engine attachment points to no greater 
than 0.005 inch. 

Since it was found that immediate 
corrective action was required, notice 
and public procedure thereon was im¬ 
practicable and contrary to the public 
interest and good cause existed for mak¬ 
ing the airworthiness directive effective 
immediately to all known U.S. operators 
of Cessna 401 and 402 series airplanes 
and 414 airplanes modified in accord¬ 
ance with STC SA2424WE or STC 
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SA117NW by Individual telegrams dated 
April 9, 1970. These conditions still exist 
and the airworthiness directive is hereby 
published in the Federal Register as an 
amendment to section 39.13 of Part 39 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations to 
make it effective as to all persons. 

"Cessna Aviation. Applies to Cessna Models 
401 and 402 Series Airplanes and Model 
414 Airplanes Certificated In all Cate¬ 
gories, Which Have Been Modified in Ac¬ 
cordance with Either 8TC SA2424WE or 
8A117NW. Incorporating Allison Turbo¬ 
prop Engines 

Compliance required as indicated. 

To prevent and detect possible failures of 
the engine attachment tangs, accomplish the 
foUowing: 

(A) Within 5 hours' time In service after 
receipt of the telegram and thereafter at In¬ 
tervals not to exceed 10 hours' time In serv¬ 
ice from the last inspection, visually Inspect, 
with a glass of at least 8-power, the forward 
and aft tangs of all three engine attachment 
points on the engine support truss for cracks. 

(B) Within 5 hours' time in service after 
receipt of this telegram, unless already ac¬ 
complished, loosen the engine attachment 
bolts, use steel shims to reduce the gap be¬ 
tween the forward and aft tangs to no 
greater than 0.005 inches, and retorque the 
bolts to 180-100 Inch pounds. 

(C) If cracks are detected as a result of 
the inspection conducted In accordance with 

(A) above the engine mount P/N 5002 must 
be replaced with an uncracked engine mount 
of the same part number or an engine mount 
approved by the Chief. Aircraft Engineering 
Division, FAA Western Region. 

(D) If an engine mount of the same part 
number P/N 5002 Is Installed the inspection 
and shimming procedure specified in (A) and 

(B) above are applicable. 

(E) Special flight permits may be Issued 
per PAR 21.197 and 21.190 to authorize flight 
to a base to perform the Initial inspection 
required by (A) above, and the maintenance 
required by (B) above.” 

This amendment is effective May 10, 
1976, for all persons except those to 
whom it was made effective by telegram 
dated April 9, 1976, which contained this 
amendment. 

(Secs. 313(a). 601. and 603 of the Federal Avi¬ 
ation Act of 1958 (49 UB.C. 1354(a), 1421, 
and 1423) and of Section 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (40 US.C. 
1655(C)). 

Issued in Los Angeles. California on 
April 22,1978. 

Lynn 8. Hink, 

Acting Director, 

FAA Western Region. 

|FR Doc.76-12862 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


(Airworthiness Docket No. 75-WE-42-AD; 
Arndt. 30-2596] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Lockheed-Califomia Company Model 
L-1011-385 Series Airplanes 

Amendment 39-2256 (40 F.R. 28604), 
AD 74-14-07, effective July 14, 1975, as 
emended by Amendment 39-2299 (40 FJR. 
32316) and further amended by Amend¬ 
ment 39-2360 (40 Fit. 41519). requires 
accomplishment of visual and dye-pene- 
trant inspections, and repairs, as neces¬ 
sary, of the forward ring on the center 
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engine S-duct assembly aft of the for¬ 
ward articulating joint on Lockheed- 
Califomia Company L-1011-385 series 
airplanes, certificated in all categories, 
which incorporate either the Part I or 
Part n configuration center engine S- 
ducts. Since issuing Amendments 39- 
2256, 39-2299 and 39-2360, the air car¬ 
riers have reported finding no discrep¬ 
ancies on any of the numerous Part n 
configuration S-ducts inspections con¬ 
ducted to date. Additionally, the manu¬ 
facturer has issued Service Bulletin 093- 
54-019 to provide a modification for the 
Part I configuration center engine S-duct 
which obviates the heed to require the 
inspections, and a Revision 2 to Alert 
Service Bulletin 093-54-A019 to delete, 
in its entirety, the Part H configuration 
inspection requirements. Therefore, AD 
74-14-07 is being superseded by a new 
AD that continues the initial and repeti¬ 
tive inspection and repair requirements 
for Part I configuration airplanes, de¬ 
letes altogether the inspection require¬ 
ments for Part n configuration airplanes, 
and defines the modifications necessary 
to terminate the inspection requirements 
for Part I configuration airplanes. 

Since this amendment is relieving and 
imposes no additional burden on any per¬ 
son, notice and public procedure hereon 
are unnecessary and the amendment 
may be made effective in less than 30 
days. 

Lockjueed-Caljj’ornia Company. Applies to 
Lockheed-Califomia Company Model L- 
1011-385 Series Airplanes, Certificated in 
aU Categories, that have a Part I Con¬ 
figuration Center Engine S-duct In¬ 
stalled (See Not*). 

Compliance required as indicated. 

To prevent possible separation of the cen¬ 
ter engine S-duct assembly due to failure of 
the articulating Joints, accomplish the fol¬ 
lowing: 

(a) For airplanes with 4,500 or more hours' 
time In service on July 14, 1975, comply with 
paragraphs (c) and (d) within the next 250 
hours'‘time In service after July 14, 1975 un¬ 
less already accomplished. 

(b) For airplanes with leas than 4.500 
hours' time in service on July 14. 1975, com¬ 
ply with paragraphs (c) and (d) within the 
next 250 hours' time in service after July 14. 
1975 or before the accumulation of 4,500 
hours' time In service, whichever occurs later, 
unless already accomplished. 

(c) Accomplish the following actions In 
accordance with paragraphs 2A(1) and 2A(2) 
of Lockheed Alert Service Bulletin 093-64- 
A019, Revision 2, dated April 20, 1976, or 
later FAA-approved revision, or an FAA-ap¬ 
proved equivalent. 

(1) Visually Inspect all alignments units 
(leaf springs and spring cartridges) installed 
at the forward articulating Joint of the S- 
duct assembly for damaged units or worn at¬ 
tachment holes; and, if damage Is found, re¬ 
pair, as necessary. 

(2) Visually inspect the forward ring of 
S-duct assembly articulating Joint, for 
cracks at all alignment unit locations. If 
cracks are found, either accomplish the mod¬ 
ifications described In paragraph (f). below, 
or repair, as necessary, before further flight. 

(d) Accomplish the following actions In 
accordance with paragraphs 2A(3) or 2A(4) 
or 2A(6) of Lockheed Alert Service Bulle¬ 
tin 093-54-A019, Revision 2. dated April 20, 
1976, or later FAA-approved revision, or an 
FAA-approved equivalent. 


(1) Inspect the upper half of the forward 
ring on the aft side of the 8-duct assembly 
articulating Joint for cracks using a dye pene¬ 
trant method. 

(2) If cracks are found, either accomplish 
the modifications described in paragraph (f), 
below, or repair, as necessary, before further 
flight. 

(e) Until the center engine S-duct modifi¬ 
cations of paragraph (f) have been accom¬ 
plished, repeat compliance with the Inspec¬ 
tion and repair requirements of paragraphs 
(c) and (d) at Intervals not to exceed 800 or 
1600 or 2400 hours' time In service since the 
last Inspection, whichever Is appropriate, la 
accordance with the conditions and repetitive 
inspection Interval criteria established by 
paragraphs 2A(1). 2A(2), and 2A(3) or 2A(4> 
or 2A(5) of Lockheed Alert Service Bulletin 
093-54-AO 19, Revision 2. dated April 20, 1976. 
or later FAA-approved revision or an FAA- 
approved equivalent. 

(f) The repetitive Inspections required by 
paragraph (e) may be discontinued after the 
center engine S-duct forward articulating 
Joint Is modified in accordance with Part I 
of Lockheed Service Bulletin 093-54-019, 
dated November 4, 1975, or later FAA-ap¬ 
proved revision, or an equivalent approved 
by the Chief, Aircraft Engineering Division. 
FAA Western Region. 

(g) Special flight permits may be issued 
In accordance with FAR's 21.197 and 21.199 
to operate airplanes to a base where the in¬ 
spections required by this AD can be per¬ 
formed. 

Not*: For the purpose of determining ap¬ 
plicability, Part I configuration center engine 
S-ducts are identified as those utilizing two 
leaf spring and twelve spring cartridge type 
alignment units around the forward articu¬ 
lating Joint as described by Lockheed Alert 
Service Bulletin 093-54-A019. Part I con¬ 
figuration S-duct may be found on, but not 
necessarily limited to, aircraft serials 1002 
through 1037. 

This supersedes Amendment 39-2266. AD 
75-14-07, as amended by Amendments 39- 
2299 and 39-2360. Compliance with AD 75- 
14-07 may be credited for compliance with 
either the Initial Inspection requirements of 
paragraph (a) or (b) and the repetitive in¬ 
spection requirements of paragraph (e). 

This amendment becomes effective 
May 10, 1976. 

(Secs. 313(a). 601, and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 US.C. 1354(a), 1421. 
and 1423) and of Section 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 UB.O. 1655 
(c)). 

Issued in Los Angeles, California on 
April 22. 1976. 

Lynn S. Hink, 
Acting Director, 
FAA Western Region. 

(FR Doc.76-12863 Piled 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 15693; Amdt. 39-2602] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Schempp Hirth and Burkhart Grob 
Standard Cirrus Gliders 

There have been reports of aileron 
push rod disconnects resulting from im¬ 
proper assembly on certain Standard 
Cirrus gliders that could result in a Jam¬ 
ming of the aileron control system and 
a subsequent loss of roll control. Since 
this condition is like# to e*ist or develop 
in other gliders of the same type design, 
an airworthiness directive is being issued 
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which requires installation of a fuselage 
frame safety brace between the airbrake 
lever bearing and the left diagonal strut 
on Standard Cirrus gliders manufac¬ 
tured by Schempp Hirth and Burkhart 
Grob. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
the immediate adoption of this regula¬ 
tion, it is found that notice and public 
procedure hereon are impracticable and 
good cause exists for making this amend¬ 
ment effective in less than 30 days. 

<8ec. 313(a), 601. and 603 of the Federal Avi¬ 
ation Act of 1958 (49 U.8.C. 1354(a), 1421, 
and 1423) and of section 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655 

<c)).) 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89) , 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulations is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness direc¬ 
tive: 

Schempp Hirth And Burkhart Orob. Applies 
to Standard Cirrus gliders, certificated in 
all categories, serial numbers 1 through 
510, 528, and 529 for Schempp Hirth 
gliders and serial numbers 1G through 
544G for Burkhart Grob gliders. 

Compliance is required within the next 100 
flights after the effective date of this AD, 
unless already accomplished. 

To prevent possible Jamming of the aileron 
control system and consequent loss of roll 
control, accomplish the following: 

(a) Install an SAB 1024 steel safety brace 
in the fuselage frame between the airbrake 
lever bearing and the left diagonal strut in 
accordance with Step 2 of the paragraph 
entitled '•Instructions” of Schempp Hirth 
Technical Note 278-17, dated December 8, 

1975, or an FAA-approved equivalent. 

(b) For the purpose of this AD, a flight is 
a sequence consisting of a takeoff operation 
and a landing. 

This amendment becomes effective 
May 20,1976. 

Issued in Washington D.C. on April 29. 

1976. 

J. A. Ferrarese, 
Acting Director , 
Flight Standards Service. 

|FR Doc.76-18005 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


| Airworthiness Docket No. 76-WE-l-AD; 

Arndt. 39-2600] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

McDonnell Douglas Model DC-8 Series 
Airplane 

Amendment 39-2522 (41 F.R. 7937), 
AD 76-04-04, requires initial and repeti¬ 
tive inspections of the wring front spar 
lower cap on McDonnell Douglas DC-8 
Series airplanes and replacement of a 
section of the spar cap if cracked. Since 
the issuance of Amendment 39-2522, the 
manufacturer has issued Service Bulletin 
57-82 which provides instructions for 
preventative rework of those spar caps 
which do not have cracks. The preventa¬ 
tive rework improves the fatigue life of 
the spar cap to such an extent that the 
repetitive Inspection of AD 76-04-04 may 
be discontinued. 


The manufacturer has also developed a 
repair for cracked spars if the cracks are 
within certain specified limits. For those 
airplanes with cracks within those limits, 
the spar cap may be repaired in ac¬ 
cordance with Douglas Service Rework 
Drawing 5802723, in lieu of the replace¬ 
ment of a section of spar per the Service 
Rework Drawing 5802712 specified in AD 
76-04-04. 

Several airlines have requested an ex¬ 
tension of the initial and repetitive in¬ 
spection times specified in AD 76-04-04, 
because the specified times would require 
them to remove airplanes from service in 
order to meet the inspection require¬ 
ments. They represent that the inspec¬ 
tion of approximately 20% of the fleet, 
most aircraft having between 40.000 and 
55,000 hours time in service, without 
finding any cracks is justification for al¬ 
lowing more time for the remainder of 
the fleet, consisting of generally lower 
time airplanes. The FAA agrees. 

Therefore, AD 76-04-04 is being 
amended to provide for a relaxation of 
inspection times and the rework and re¬ 
pair provisions of the above Service 
Bulletin and Service Rework Drawing. 

Since this amendment provides alter¬ 
native means of compliance and imposes 
no additional burden on any person, no¬ 
tice and public procedure hereon are un¬ 
necessary and the amendment may be 
made effective in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (31 F.R. 13697), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, Amendment 39-2522 (41 
F.R. 7937), AD 76-04-04. is amended as 
follows: 

§39.13 | Amended]. 

1. Paragraph (a) of § 39.13 is revised 
to read: 

"(a) For those airplanes which have had 
the original 17 interference fit fasteners re¬ 
placed that attach the #1 and #14 pylon 
cant bulkhead shear clips to the wing lower 
spar cap forward flange, comply with Para¬ 
graph (c) within the next 1600 hours time 
in service after the effective date of this 
AD or before the accumulation of 30,000 
hours total time in service, whichever occurs 
later, unless accomplished within the last 
2600 hours time in service, and thereafter at 
intervals not to exceed 4200 hours time in 
service." 

2. Paragraph <b) of §39.13 is revised 
to read: 

"(b) For those airplanes which have not 
had the original 17 interference fit fasteners 
replaced that attach the #1 and #4 pylon 
cant bulkhead shear clips to the wing lower 
spar cap forward flange, oomply with Para¬ 
graph (c) within the next 3200 hours time in 
service after the effective date of this AD or 
before the accumulation of 30,000 hours total 
time In service, whichever occurs later, unless 
accomplished within the last 1000 hours time 
in service, and thereafter at intervals not to 
exceed 4200 hours time in service." 

3. Paragraph (d) of § 39.13 is revised 
to read: 

"(d) If cracks are found which are limited 
to the lower forward horizontal tang and 
have not progressed aft into the lower aft 


tang or vertical leg of the cap, repair before 
further flight in accordance with DC-8 Serv¬ 
ice Bulletin 57-82 dated March 17, 1978. or 
later FAA-approved revisions, or DC-8 Serv¬ 
ice Rework Drawing 6802723, or an equivalent 
approved by the Chief, Aircraft Engineering 
Division, FAA Western Region. If cracks are 
found which exceed the above limits, repair 
before further flight in accordance with DC- 
8 Service Rework Drawing 5802712. Revision 
"B” or an equivalent approved by the Chief. 
Aircraft Engineering Division, FAA Western 
Region.” 

4. A new paragraph (f) is added to 
§ 39.13 to read: 

"(f) The repetitive inspections required by 
Paragraphs (a) or (b) may be discontinued 
for those airplanes which have incorporated 
the preventative rework, involving stress 
coining of the fasteners holes and Installa¬ 
tion of interference fit fasteners in accord¬ 
ance with either Service Rework Drawing 
6802712, Revision **B". or Service Rework 
Drawing 6802723, or McDonnell Douglas DC- 
8 Service Bulletin 57-82, dated March 17. 
1976, or later FAA-approved revisions, or in 
accordance with an equivalent rework 
method approved by the Chief, Aircraft En¬ 
gineering Division, FAA Western Region." 

This amendment becomes effective 
May 13, 1976. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 UB.C. 1364(a). 1421, 
and 1423) and of Section 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 UJ3.0. 1655 
<c)).) 

Issued in Los Angeles, California on 
April 27, 1976. 

Robert H. Stanton. 

Director , 

FAA Western Region 

1 FR Doc.76-13143 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


1 Docket No. 76-NE-15; Arndt. 39-2699] 

p ART 39 —AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Sikorsky Model S-61N Helicopters, Serial 

Numbers 61742 Through 61746 Inclu¬ 
sive, Certificated In all Categories 

Amendment 39-2306 (40 FH. 32829), 
AD 75-17-15 requires the removal from 
service and replacement of 81510- 
23133-0 main rotor blade attachment 
bolts identified by gold color, and ap¬ 
plies to Sikorsky S-61N helicopters serial 
numbers 61742 through 61746 inclusive. 

After issuing Amendment 39-2306, the 
Agency confirmed that all of the suspect 
lot of bolts have been removed from serv¬ 
ice. Therefore, the need for AD 75-17-15 
is obviated. 

Since this amendment relieves a re¬ 
striction, and imposes no additional bur¬ 
den on any person, notice and public 
procedure hereon are unnecessary and 
the amendment may be made effective 
in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (31 F.R. 13697), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by rescinding 
Amendment 39-2306 (40 FJR. 32829) AD 
75-17-15. 

This amendment becomes effective 
May 19,1976, 
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(Secs. 313(a). 601. and 003 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1058 (40 UJ3.C. 1354(a). 1401. 
and 1423) and Section 8(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 UJ8.C. 1658 
<c>>.) 

Issued In Burlington. Massachusetts, 
on April 28,1976. 

Quentin 8. Taylor, 
Director , New England Region. 

|FR Doc.76-13145 Filed 5-5-76;8:43 am] 


l Airspace Docket No. 76-SO-451 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone and Transition 
Area 

t' The purpose of this amendment to Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is to alter the Valdosta, Ga. (Moody 
AFB), control zone and the Valdosta, 
Ga.. transition area. 

' The Valdosta (Moody AFB) control 
zone is described in $ 71.171 (41 FJR. 355) 
and contains references to the Moody 
VOR. The Air Force will decommission 
the VOR on June 1, 1976. and it Is neces¬ 
sary to alter the description by deleting 
all references to the VOR. 

The Valdosta transition *rea is de¬ 
scribed in § 71.181 (41 F.R. 440) and also 
contains references to the Moody VOR. 
In addition, an extension predicated on 
the Moody TACAN is no longer required. 
It is necessary to alter the description 
by deleting all references to the VOR and 
revoking the extension which is no longer 
required. 

Since these amendments are less re¬ 
strictive in nature, notice and public pro¬ 
cedure hereon are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0901 GMT, July 15, 
1976, as hereinafter set forth. 

In l 71.171 (41 F.R. 355) the Valdosta, 
Ga. (Moody AFB), control zone is 
amended to read: 

Within a 5-mile radius of Moody AFB (Lati¬ 
tude S0-58'01" N.. Longitude 83° 11'27" W.>; 
within 1.6 miles each side of Moody TACAN 
007* radial, extending from the 5-mile radius 
zone to 6 miles north of the TACAN. This 
control zone is effective from 0700 to 2300 
hours, local time, dally. 

In 5 71.181 (41 FJt. 440), the Valdosta, 
Ga., transition area is amended to read: 

That airspace 'extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 8.5-mile 
radius of Valdosta Municipal Airport (Lati¬ 
tude 30*4G'58" N.. Longitude 83*16 44" W.); 
within an 8.5-mile radius of Moody AFB 
(Latitude 30*58'01" N., Longitude 83 # 11'27" 
W.); within 3.5 miles west and 2 miles east of 
Moody TACAN 007* radial, extending from 
the 8.5-mlle radius area to 11A miles north 
of the TACAN. 

(8ec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 US.C. 1348(a)); Sec. 6(c) of the 
Department of Transportation Act (49 U.8.C. 
1655(0)).) 
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Issued in East Point, Ga., on April 23, 
1976. 

George R. LaCaillk. 

Acting Director , 
Southern Region. 
(FR Doc.76-13003 Filed 5-5-76;8:46 am] 


[Airspace Docket No. 76-EA-33J 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE AND REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is amending section 71.181 of Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations so as 
to alter the East Stroudsburg, Pa., Tran¬ 
sition Area <41 F.R. 486). 

The transition area extension desig¬ 
nated for the RNAV 26 instrument ap¬ 
proach procedure is no longer required 
and may be revoked. 

Since this action is less restrictive In 
nature and imposes no additional burden 
on any person, notice and public pro¬ 
cedure hereon are unnecessary and good 
cause exists for making the rule effec¬ 
tive in less than 30 days. 

In view of the foregoing, Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective on May 6, 1976 as 
follows: 

§ 71.181 [Amended] 

1. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
amend the description of the East 
Stroudsburg, Pa. transition area as 
follows: 

Delete, “and within 6.5 miles north west 
and 4.5 miles southeast of a 066* bearing 
from a point 41*05'31" N.. 74*69'29" W n 
extending from said point to 11.5 miles 
northeast; ** 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 [72 Stat. 749; 49 US.C. 1348], sec. 6(c) 
of the DOT Act [49 US.C. 1655(c)!.) 

Issued In Jamaica, N.Y., on April 23, 
1976. 

L. J. CARDINAL!, 

Acting Director , 
Eastern Region. 

|FR Doc.76-13004 Piled 5-5-76;8;46 am] 


[Airspace Docket 76-NW-6] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 

On March 4, 1976, a Notice of Pro¬ 
posed Rulemaking was published in the 
Federal Register (41 FR 9368) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion (FAA) was considering an amend¬ 
ment to Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations that would alter the descrip¬ 
tion of the Corvallis, Oregon, Transi¬ 
tion Area. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
in which to submit written data, views, 


or arguments. No objections were re-" 5 
ceived. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
amendment Is hereby adopted without 
changes. 

Effective Date: This amendment shall 
be effective 0901 G.m.t. on July 15, 1976. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1968 a a amended (49 US.C. 1348(a)), and of 
Section 6(c) of the Department of Trans¬ 
portation Act (49 US.C. 1655(C) ).) 

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on 
April 14, 1976. 

C. B. Walk, Jr., 
Director, Northwest Region . 

In Section 71.181 (41 FR 476), the de¬ 
scription of the Corvallis, Oregon, Tran¬ 
sition Area is amended to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

Corvallis, Oregon 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-ml!e radius 
of Corvallis Municipal Airport (Latitude 44*- 
29'60" N„ Longitude 123°17'10" W.) within 
4.5 miles each side of the Corvallis VOR 029 
radial, extending from the 7-mile radius area 
to 14 miles northeast of the VOR. within 5 
miles west of the Corvallis VOR 014 radial, 
extending from the 7-mile radius area to 15 
miles north of the VOR, within 5 miles each 
side of the Eugene, Oregon, VORTAC 345 
radial, extending from 10 to 17 miles north 
of the VORTAC, and within 5 miles each side 
of the Corvallis VOR 180 radial, extending 
from the 7-mile radius area to 11 miles south 
of the VOR excluding that portion overly¬ 
ing the Eugene. Oregon, Transition Area; 
that airspace extending upward from 1,200 
feet above the surface within 6 miles north¬ 
west and 8 miles southeast of the Corvallis 
VOR 029 and 209 radials. extending from 6 
miles southwest to 17 miles northeast of the 
VOR. 

|FR Doc.76-13142 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


[Airspace Docket 76-NW-5] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES CON 

TROLLED AIRSPACE AND REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 

On March 4,1976, a Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (41 FR 9367) stating that 
the Federal Aviation Administration was 
considering an amendment to Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would alter the description of the Ya¬ 
kima, Washington, Transition Area. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
in which to submit written data, views, 
or arguments. No objections were re¬ 
ceived. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
amendment is hereby adopted without 
changes. 

Effective Date: This amendment shall 
be effective 0901 G.m.t on July 15, 1976. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 as amended (49 US.C. 1348(a)), and of 
Section 6(c) of the Department of Trans¬ 
portation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).) 
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Issued In Seattle, Washington, on 
April 16,1976. 

C. B. Walk, Jr., 
Director, Northwest Region. 

In Section 71.181 (41 FR 621). the de¬ 
scription of the Yakima, Washington, 
Transition Area be amended to read as 
follows: 

Yakima. Washington 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6-iuiie radius 
of the Yakima Airport (Latitude 46*33'35" 
N., Longitude 120*82'26" W.). within 6 mllee 
northeast and 10 miles southwest of the 
Yakima VORTAC 115“ and 295* radials, ex¬ 
tending from 1 mile northwest to 23 miles 
southeast of the VORTAC, and within 3.6 
miles north and 5 miles south of the ILS 
localizer west course, extending from 11 to 
27 miles northwest of the Donald OM; that 
airspace extending upward from 1,200 feet 
above the surface within a 26-mile radius 
of the Yakima VORTAC, excluding the air¬ 
space north of Yakima that overlies the El- 
lensburg, Washington. Transition Area; that 
airspace northeast of the 25-mlte radius cir¬ 
cle bounded on the north by Latitude 47*00', 
on the east by 120*00*. on the southeast by 
V-448, and on the northwest by the Ellens- 
burg, Washington, Transition Area; that air¬ 
space within 9 miles northeast and 6 miles 
southwest of the Yakima VORTAC 129* ra¬ 
dial, extending from the VORTAC to 33 miles 
southeast of the VORTAC; and that airspace 
south of the 26-mile radius circle bounded 
on the northeast by V-4, on the south by 
V-520, and on the west by V-26E. 

IFR Doc.76-13141 Piled 5-5-70;8:45 am] 


| Docket No. 16676; Arndt. No. 1019] 

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH PROCEDURES 

Recent Changes and Additions 

Tills amendment to Part 97 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations incor¬ 
porates by reference therein changes and 
additions to the Standard Instrument 
Approach Procedures (SIAPs) that were 
recently adopted by the Administrator to 
promote safety at the airports con¬ 
cerned. 

The complete SIAPs for the changes 
and additions covered by this amendment 
are described in PAA Forms 8260-3, 
8260-4, or 8260-5 and made a part of the 
public rule making dockets of the FAA in 
accordance with the procedures set forth 
in Amendment No. 97-696 (35 FJl. 5609). 

SIAPs are available for examination 
at the Rules Docket and at the National 
Flight Data Center. Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence Ave¬ 
nue, S.W.. Washington. D.C. 20591. Cop¬ 
ies of SIAP's adopted in a particular re¬ 
gion are also available for examination 
at the headquarters of that region. In¬ 
dividual copies of SIAPs may be pur¬ 
chased from the FAA Public Informa¬ 
tion Center. AIS-230. 800 Independence 
Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20591 or 
from the applicable FAA regional office 
in accordance with the fee schedule pre¬ 
scribed in 49 CFR 7.85. This fee is pay¬ 
able in advance and may be paid by 
check, draft, or postal money order pay¬ 
able to the Treasurer of the United 
States. A weekly transmittal of all SIAP 
changes and additions may be obtained 
by subscription at an annual rate of 
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$150.00 per annum from the Superin¬ 
tendent of Documents, UJ3. Government 
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 
Additional copies mailed to the same ad¬ 
dress may be ordered for $30.00 each. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this amendment, 

I find that further notice and public pro¬ 
cedure hereon is impracticable and good 
cause exists for making it effective in less 
than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Part 97 of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations is amended as follows, effective 
on the dates specified: 

1. Section 97.23 is amended by orig¬ 
inating. amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing VOR-VOR/DME SIAPs, effective 
June 17.1976. 

Thermal, CA—Thermal Arpt., VOR-A, Arndt. 

1 

Thermal, CA—Thermal Arpt., VOR/DME Rwy 
30/35, Arndt. 1 

LaOrange, OA—Callaway Arpt., VOR Rwy 13, 
Arndt. 10 

Honolulu. HI—Honolulu Inti Arpt., VOR 
Rwy 8 (TAC). Amdt. 10 
Laredo, TX—The Laredo Muni. Arpt., VOR/ 
DME Rwy 14. Amdt. 1 

Laredo, TX—The Laredo Muni, Arpt. VOR/ 
DME Rwy 32, Amdt. 1 

Manassas, VA—Manassas Muni ./Harry P. 

Davis Field, VORr-B, Original 
Manassas, VA—Manassas Muni ./Harry P 
Davis Field, VORTAC-B, Amdt. 1, cancel¬ 
led 

Leesburg, VA—Leesburg Muni. (Godfrey 
Field), VOR Rwy 36. Original 
Leesburg, VA—Leesburg Muni. (Godfrey 
Field), VOR/DME Rwy 35, Amdt. 1. cancel¬ 
led 

... effective April 22, 1976 

Joliet, EL—Joliet Muni. Arpt., VOR Rwy 12. 
Amdt. 6 

.. .'effective April 21,1976 

Manassas, VA—Manassas Muni./Harry p. 
Davis Field, VORTAC-B. Amdt. 1 

2. Section 97.25 is amended by orig¬ 
inating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing SDF-LOC-LDA SIAPs, effective 
June 17,1976. 

Cleveland. OH—Cuyahoga County Arpt, 
LOC(BC) Rwy 5, Amdt. 1 

... effective May 20,1976 

New Iberia, LA—Acad la na Regional Arpt, 
LOC Rwy 34, Original 

3. Section 97.27 is amended by orig¬ 
inating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing NDB/ADF SIAPs, effective 
June 17,1976. 

Ada, OK—Ada Muni. Arpt., NDB-A, Amdt. 1 
Staunton-Waynesboro-Harrlsonburg. VA— 
Shenandoah * Valley Arpt, NDB Rwy 4. 
Amdt. 3 

... effective May 20,1976 

New Iberia, LA—Acadlana Regional Arpt., 
NDB Rwy 34, Original 

Haskell, TX—Haskell Muni. Arpt, NDB Rwy 
18. Original 

.. .effective April 21,1976. 

Mansassas, VA—Manassas Munl./Harry P.\ 
Davis Field, NDB-A, Amdt. 4 

4. Section 97.29 is amended by orig¬ 
inating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing ILS SIAPs, effective June 17, 
1976. 
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Honolulu, HI—Honolulu Inti Arpt, ILS Rwy 
4R, Amdt. 2 

Honolulu, HI—Honolulu Inti Arpt, ILS Rwy 
8, Amdt. 10 

Cleveland, OH—Cuyahoga County Arpt, ns 
Rwy 23, Amdt. 3 

Staunton-Waynesboro-Harrisonburg. PA— 
Shenandoah Valley Arpt, IIS Rwy 4, Amdt. 
1 

. . . effective April 26, 1976 

Denver, CO—Jeffco Arpt, ILS Rwy 29R, 
Amdt. 2 

.. . effective April 21, 1976 

Fairbanks, AK—Fairbanks Inti Arpt, ILS 
Rwy 19R, Amdt. 17 

5. Section 97.31 is amended by orig¬ 
inating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing RADAR SIAPs, effective June 17, 
1976 . 

8t. Petersburg, FL—Albert Whitted Arpt, 
RADAR-1, Original 

6. Section 97.33 Is amended by origi¬ 
nating. amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing RNAV SIAPs, effective June 17, 
1976. 

Jacksonville, FL—Craig MunL Arpt, RNAV 
Rwy 31, Amdt. 8 

Chapel Hill, NC—Horace Williams Arpt, 
RNAV Rwy 8, Amdt. 1 

Chapel Hill, NC—Horace Williams Arpt, 
RNAV Rwy 26. Amdt. 1 

Greensboro, NC—Greensboro-High Point 
Winston Salem Regional Arpt, RNAV 
Rwy 23, Amdt. 2 

Cleveland, OH—Cuyahoga County Arpt, 
RNAV Rwy 23. Amdt. 4 

Leesburg, VA—Leesburg Muni. (Godfrey 
Field). RNAV Rwy. 17, Amdt. 4 

• . . effective April 26, 1976 

Denver, CO—Jeffco Arpt, RNAV Rwy 29R, 
Amdt. 2 

. . . effective April 22, 1976 

Joliet, EL—Joliet Muni. Arpt, RNAV Rwy 
12. Amdt. 7 

. . . effective April 21, 1976 

Manassas. VA—Manassas Munl./Harry P. 
Davis Field, RNAV Rwy 16. Amdt. 4 

(Secs. 307, 313, 601, 1110, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958; 49 US.C. 1638, 1354. 1421, 1510. 
and Sec. 6(c) Department of Transportation 
Act, 49 UJS.C. 1656(C).) 

Issued In Washington, D.C, on 
April 29,1976. 

Not*; Incorporation by reference provi¬ 
sion in IS 97.10 and 97.20 approved by the 
Director of the Federal Register on May 12, 
1969, (35 FR. 5610). 

James M. Vines, 

Chief. 

Aircraft Programs Division. 

] FR Doc.76-13144 Filed 6-5-76;8:45 am] 


Title 16—Commercial Practices 

CHAPTER II—CONSUMER PRODUCT 
SAFETY COMMISSION 

PART 1116—POLICY AND PROCEDURES 
REGARDING SUBSTANTIAL PRODUCT 
HAZARDS 

Deferral of Revision 

The purpose of tills notice is to an¬ 
nounce that the Consumer Product 
Safety Commission has decided to defer 
amending its Policy and Procedures Re¬ 
garding Substantial Product Hazards (16 

», 1976 
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CFR 1110, 40 FR 30936, July 24, 1975) 
until it has had additional experience 
operating thereunder. The policy and 
procedures concern the administration 
of section 15 of the Consumer Product 
Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2064) which deals 
with consumer products which create or 
could create a substantial product 
hazard. 

The policy and procedures, published 
In the Federal Register on July 24. 1975, 
became effective on October 25, 1975. 
Although advance notice and opportu¬ 
nity for public comment are not required 
by law for statements of policy and pro¬ 
cedure, the Commission invited public 
comment on the document. Numerous 
comments were received from manufac¬ 
turers, retailers, trade associations, other 
government agencies, and consumer 
groups. 

The Commission has reviewed the 
comments but believes it is premature at 
this time to attempt to determine 
whether it should modify the procedures 
because the Commission has had insuffi¬ 
cient time to gain adequate experience 
with the existing procedures. Therefore, 
the Commission has decided to defer any 
action on these regulations until it has 
had the benefit of additional practical 
experience gained by administering the 
existing procedures. The Commission 
anticipates finalizing the procedures, in 
light of the comments received and the 
additional experience, on or about Sep¬ 
tember 30,1976. 

Dated: May 3,1976. 

Sadye E. Dunn, 

Secretary, 

Consumer Product Safety Commission. 

IFR Doc.76-13225 Piled 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


Title 21—Food and Drugs 

CHAPTER I—FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 

EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER E—ANIMAL DRUGS, FEEDS, 
AND RELATED PRODUCTS 

PART 540—PENICILLIN ANTIBIOTIC 
DRUGS FOR ANIMAL USE 

Ampicillin Trihydrate Tablets 

The Food and Drug Administration 
has evaluated a supplemental new animal 
drug application (55-042V) filed by 
Beecham Laboratories, Division of 
Beecham, Inc., Bristol, TN 37620, pro¬ 
posing the safe and effective use of ampi¬ 
cillin trihydrate tablets in dogs for treat¬ 
ing certain respiratory tract infections, 
urinary tract infections, and gastroin¬ 
testinal infections, In addition to its use 
for the treatment of infections associ¬ 


ated with abscesses, lacerations, and 
wounds. The supplemental application is 
approved, effective May 6, 1976. 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
is amending § 540.107a (21 CFR 540.107a) 
to reflect this approval. 

In accordance with § 514.11(e) (2) (ii) 
(21 CFR 514.11(e) (2) (ii)) of the animal 
drug regulations, a summary of the 
safety and effectiveness data and infor¬ 
mation submitted to support the ap¬ 
proval of this application is released 
publicly. The summary is available for 
public examination at the office of the 
Healing Clerk, Rm. 4-65, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, Monday 
through Friday from 9 a.m. to 4 p.m„ 
except on Federal legal holidays. 

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 512(i), 82 
Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 360b(i))), and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
(21 CFR 2.120), Part 540 is amended in 
( 540.107a by revising paragraph (c) (3) 
(i) to read as follows: 

§ 510.107a Aiiipirillli) Irihydral#* tablet*. 


(C) * * * 

(3) Conditions of use. (i) Dogs: The 
drug is administered orally for the treat¬ 
ment of infections caused by susceptible 
organisms as follows: 

(a) Respiratory tract infections: 
Upper respiratory infections, tonsillitis, 
and bronchitis due to Streptococcus spp., 
Staphylococcus spp., Escherichia coli , 
Proteus mirabilis, and Pasteurella spp. 

(b) Urinary tract infections (cystitis) 
due to Streptococcus spp., Staphylococ¬ 
cus spp., Escherichia coli, Proteus mira¬ 
bilis, and Enterococcus spp. 

(c) Gastrointestinal infections due to 
Staphylococcus spp., Streptococcus spp., 
Enterococcus spp., and Escherichia coli. 

(d) For the treatment of infections 
associated with abscesses, lacerations, 
and wounds caused by Staphylococcus 
spp.. and Streptococcus spp. 

• « • • • 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
be effective May 6, 1976. 

(Sec. 512(i), 82 Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 360b 

( 1 )).) 

Dated: April 29, 1976. 

Fred J. Kingma, 
Acting Director, 
Bureau of Veterinary Medicine. 

fFR Doc.76-13171 Piled 5-5-76.8:45 am) 


Title 24—Housing and Urban Development 

CHAPTER X—FEDERAL INSURANCE AD 

MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

(Docket No. PI-1099] 

PART 1914—AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR THE 
SALE OF INSURANCE 

Status of Participating Communities 

The purpose of this notice is to list 
those communities wherein the sale of 
flood insurance is authorized under the 
National Flood Insurance Program <42 
U.S.C. 4001^-4128). 

Insurance policies can be obtained 
from any licensed property insurance 
agent or broker serving the eligible com¬ 
munity, or from the National Flood In¬ 
surers Association servicing company for 
the state (addresses are published at 40 
F.R. 57210-212 and 41 F.R. 1062). A list 
of servicing companies is also available 
from the Fed eral I nsurance Administra¬ 
tion (FIA), HUD, 451 Seventh Street, 
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

The Flood Disaster Protection Act of 
1973 requires the purchase of flood insur¬ 
ance as a condition of receiving any form 
of Federal or Federally related financial 
assistance for acquisition or construction 
purposes in a flood plain area having 
special hazards within any community 
identified by the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development. 

The requirement applies to all identi¬ 
fied special flood hazard areas within 
the United States, and no such financial 
assistance can legally be provided for 
acquisition or construction in these areas 
unless the community has entered the 
program. Accordingly, for communities 
listed under this Part no such restriction 
exists, although insurance, if required, 
must be purchased. 

The Federal Insurance Administrator 
finds that delayed effective dates would 
be contrary to the public interest. The 
Administrator also finds that notice and 
public procedure under 6 U.8.C. 553(b) 
are impracticable and unnecessary. 

Section 1914.4 of Part 1914 of Sub¬ 
chapter B of Chapter X of Title 24 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
by adding In alphabetical sequence new 
entries to the table. In each entry, a com¬ 
plete chronology of effective dates ap¬ 
pears for each listed community. The 
date that appears in the fourth column 
of the table is provided in order to desig¬ 
nate the effective date of the authoriza¬ 
tion of the sale of flood insurance in the 
area under the emergency or the regular 
flood insurance program. These dates 
serve notice only for the purposes of 
granting relief, and not for the applica¬ 
tion of sanctions, within the meaning of 
5 U.S.C. § 551. The entry reads as fol¬ 
lows: 
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§ 1911.4 List of Eligible Communities. 


State County Location 


Effective date of authorize- Hazard Coin- 

tion of sale of flood insnr- area inanity 

anco ft>r area identified No. 


• 

• 

Alabama. 

Baldwin_ 

Arkansas_— 

Washington. 

Kentucky-~ 

Scott. 

Ohio. 

Muskingum. 

Pennsylvania.— 

Cambria.... 

Do.-. 

Clarion. 

Georgia....__ 

Towns. 

Kansas__ 

Marshall.... 

Missouri. 

Lafayette... 

Montana_. 

Granite 

Nebraska _ 

Custer. 

New York. 

Jefferson.... 

Do. 

Chautauqua. 

Do.. 

Hamilton... 

Do_ 

Tompkins.. 

North Dakota.. 

Williams.... 

Ohio. 

Mahoning... 

TexajL.. 

Fannin. 

West Virginia... 

Raleigh._ 

Wyoming. 

Big Horn_ 

• 

Alabama.—. 

• 

Bibb . 

Minnesota. 

Anoka. 

New York. 

Essex. 

Do . 

Jefferson.... 

Do . 

Wyoming... 

Ohio.. 

Fulton_ 

Do.... 

Muskingum. 

Texas. 

Archer_— 

Wisconsin.. 

Columbia... 


Rilverhill, town of. __ Apr. 28, 1076, emergency. Juno 28,1974 

Johnson, city of _..._ do .. .Apr, 25,1 <>75 

Htam|>ing Ground, city of_do .. .Jan. 3,1075 

Unincorporated areas.._do ... Mar. 28,1975 

Susquehanna, townaliipof. _ ....do ..;. Nov. 15,1974 

Toby, township of.. . do ..... 


Young narris, city of.Apr. 29, 

V ermillion, oity of....do.. 

Odessa, city of....do.. 

Philips bury, town ot..do.. 

Ansel mo, village of..._do.. 

Brownvillc, town of.do.. 

Clymer. town of..do.. 

Morehouse, town of...do. 

Trumansburg. village of..do. 

Buford and Trenton, town-.do. 

ships of. 

Craig Beach, village of_do... 

Savoy, city of.___do... 

Unincorporated areas..Apr. 28, 

Manderson, town of..Apr. 2S>, 


1978,emergency. June 14.1974 

....Dec. 20,1974 

..May 2,1975 

..Sept. 26,1975 

..Nov. 22,1974 

.Dec. 8,1974 

.Jan. 17.1975 

..Feb. 14,1975 

—.Jan. 10,1975 


.Apr. 18,1975 

.Sept. 28,1975 

1978. emergency. Apr. 25,1975 
1978, emergency. 8ept. 13,1974 
Jan. 18,1978 


gency. 

__do... 


..do...... 


Feb. 14,1978 

. Dec. 13.1974 
Jan. 24,1975 
Jan. 23.1976 
Sept. 13,1974 
Sept. 5,1975 


010010A 

060218 

210201 

390425 

421447 

422377 


130174 
280213 
299669 
366117 
31 MM 
361063A 
361369 
361467 
861479 
382312 

390745 
4H0813 
540169 
r«mx >A 


010226 


270015 

381388 


360947 

390003 

390705 

480698 

650069 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XHI of the Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968); effective Jan. 28. 1969 (S3 F.R. 17804, Nov. 28. 1068). as amended, 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; 
and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 34 F.R. 2680, 
Feb. 27,1969) as amended 39 FJL 2787. Jon. 24,1974. 


Issued: April 22,1976. 


(FR Doc. 76-13079 Filed 6-6-76; 


J. Robert Hunter, 
Acting Federal Insurance 
Administrator. 

8:46 am] 


Title 28—Judicial Administration 
CHAPTER I—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

PART 30—FINAL REGULATION RELATING 
TO THE LEAA IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 
OMB CIRCULAR NO. A-95 REVISED 

Evaluation, Review, and Coordination of 
Federal and Federally Assisted Programs 
and Projects 

The Law Enforcement Assistance Ad¬ 
ministration hereby adds a new Part 30 
to Chapter 1 of Title 28 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations. This regulation will 
revise current guidelines governing com¬ 
pliance with OMB Circular No. A-95 
Revised entitled “Evaluation* Review, 
and Coordination of Federal and Fed¬ 
erally Assisted Programs and Projects.” 

On February 27. 1976, the Law En¬ 
forcement Assistance Administration 
published proposed regulations for im¬ 
plementing OMB Circular No. A-95 Re¬ 
vised in the Federal Register. Comments 
have been received and modifications to 
the regulation have been made. 

Effective date: This regulation will be¬ 
come effective May 6, 1976. 

Richard W. Velde, 
Administrator. 

Accordingly, Part 30 ol Title 28 Is 
added to read as follows: 


Subpart A—General Provisions 

Sec. 

30.1 Purpose. 

30.2 Authority. 

30.3 Implementation. 

30.4 Coverage, exceptions, and variations. 

30.5 Clearinghouse functions. 

30.6 Memorandum of agreement signatories. 

30.7 Applicant for assistance to accomplish 

oreawide planning. 

30.8 SPA implementation of memorandum 

of agreement requirement. 

Subparts B-E [Reserved] 

Subpart F—Definitions 

30.9 Definitions. 

Authority: OMB Clrc. No. A-95 Rev.; 8ec. 
601, Crime Control Act of 1973, as amended 
(42 USC 3701). 

Subpart A—General Provisions 
§ 30.1 Purpose. 

The purpose of this regulation is to 
implement OMB Circular A-95 Revised 
(41 Federal Register 2052 (January 13, 
1976)) for the cooperation with the Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration 
(LEAA) and State Planning Agencies 
(SPAs) in the evaluation, review, and 
coordination of LEAA assisted programs 
and projects. 

§ 30.2 Authority. 

This regulation is based upon and in¬ 
corporates OMB Circular No. A-95 Re¬ 


vised. and is promulgated for the: 

(a> Encouragement for the use of a 
project notification and review system 
to facilitate coordinated planning on an 
intergovernmental basis for certain Fed¬ 
eral assistance programs in furtherance 
of section 204 of the Demonstration 
Cities and Metropolitan Development 
Act of 1966 and Title IV of the Inter¬ 
governmental Cooperation Act of 1968. 

(b) Coordination of direct Federal de¬ 
velopment programs and projects which 
State, areawide, and local planning and 
programs pursuant to Title IV of the 
Intergovernmental Cooperation Act of 
1968. 

(c> Securing the comments and views 
of State^and local agencies which are 
authorized to develop and enforce en¬ 
vironmental standards on certain Fed¬ 
eral or federally assisted projects affect¬ 
ing the environment pursuant to section 
102(2X0 of the National Environ¬ 
mental Policy Act of 1969 and regula¬ 
tions of the Council on Environmental 
Quality. 

(d) Furthering the objectives of Title 
VT of the Civil Rights Act of 1964; sec¬ 
tion 262(b) of the Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974; and 
section 518(c) of the Crime Control Act 
of 1973. 

§ 30.3 Implementation. 

Full compliance with OMB Circular 
No. A-95 Revised is required by all ap¬ 
plicants for funds under programs asso¬ 
ciated with section 205, section 306(a), 
section 455(a) and section 515(b) of 
the Crime Control Act of 1973, Pub. L. 
93-83 as amended by Pub. L. 93-415, 
and section 222(a) and section 224(a) 
of the Juvenile Justice Delinquency Pre¬ 
vention Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93-415. This 
regulation and OMB Circular No. A-95 
Revised will have applicability to all 
programs, projects, and activities (or 
significant substantive changes thereto) 
for which LEAA assistance is being 
sought as outlined below: 

(a) This regulation and Part I of OMo 
Circular No. A-95 Revised cover the fol¬ 
lowing programs: 

(1) 16.500 Law Enforcement Assist¬ 
ance—Comprehensive Planning Grants. 

(2) 16.501 Law Enforcement Assist¬ 
ance—Discretionary Grants. 

(3) 16.502 Law Enforcement Assist¬ 
ance—Improving and Strengthening 
Law Enforcement and Criminal Justice. 

(4) 16.515 Criminal Justice Systems 
Development. 

(5) 16.516 Law Enforcement Assist¬ 
ance—Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention—Formula Allocation to the 
States. 

(6) 16.517 Law Enforcement Assist¬ 
ance—JJDP Special Emphasis Preven¬ 
tion and Treatment. 

(b) Part H of OMB Circular No. A-95 
Revised does not apply to LEAA assisted 
programs and projects. 

(c) This regulation and Part IH of 
OMB Circular No. A-95 Revised cover the 
following programs: 

(1) 16.502 Law Enforcement Assist¬ 
ance—Improving and Strengthening 
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Law Enforcement and Criminal Justice. 

(2) 16.516 Law Enforcement Assist¬ 
ance—Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention—Allocation to the States. 

<d) This regulation and Part IV of 
OMB Circular No. A-95 Revised cover 
the same programs as listed in § 30.3(a). 

§ 30.4 Coverage exception*, and varia¬ 
tions. 

(a) LEAA may request an exemption 
from OMB for certain classes of proj¬ 
ects or activities under programs other¬ 
wise covered as defined in paragraph 
8c of OMB Circular No. A-95 Revised. 

(b) LEAA may request procedural var¬ 
iations from normal review processes as 
defined in paragraph 8d of OMB Circular 
No. A-95 Revised. 

(c) All requests from LEAA offices or 
SPAs through LEAA Regional Offices for 
exemptions or procedural variations 
should be routed through the Office of 
Regional Operations, LEAA. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20531. 

§ 30.5 Clearinghouse functions. 

In addition to clearinghouse functions 
specified in paragraph 3e of OMB Cir¬ 
cular No. A-95 Revised, organizations 
such as State and local commissions on 
the status of women will be afforded an 
opportunity to comment on the proposed 
project’s impact on women. 

§ 30.6 Memorandum of agreement sig¬ 
natories. 

The signatories to the memorandum 
af agreement are: 

(a) The areawide comprehensive plan¬ 
ning agency (usually the areawide A-95 
clearinghouse) and 

(b) The applicant for assistance to 
carry out areawide planning if other 
than (a) above. (Not Infrequently (a) 
and (b) are the same, in which case no 
memorandum of agreement is required.) 

§ 30.7 Applicant for araiMtanrr to accom¬ 
plish areawide planning. 

The applicant referred to in § 30.6(b) 
will in most cases mean any Regional 
Planning Units which covers a multi- 
jurisdictional area comprising, encom¬ 
passing or extending into more than one 
unit of general local government and 
which does not operate under the aus¬ 
pices of an areawide comprehensive plan¬ 
ning agency. 

§ 30.8 SPA implementation of memoran¬ 
dum of agreement reqnirement. 

The SPA is required to assure that the 
memorandum of agreement requirement 
is followed. SPA procedures must reflect 
that requirement. 

Subpart F—Definitions 
§ 30.9 Definitions. 

The following definitions provided in 
Part V of OMB Circular No. A-95 Re¬ 
vised are modified as follows for the pur¬ 
pose of applicability to LEAA assisted 
programs and projects: 

(a) “State” means any State of the 
United States, the District of Columbia, 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the 


Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands, 
and any territory or possession of the 
United States. 

(b) “Unit of general local government” 
means any city, county, township, 
town, borough, parish, village or other 
general purpose political subdivision of 
State, an Indian tribe which performs 
law enforcement functions as determined 
by the Secretary of the Interior, or, for 
the purpose of assistance eligibility, any 
agency of the District of Columbia gov¬ 
ernment performing law enforcement 
functions in and for the District of 
Columbia. 

(c) “Federal assistance, Federal finan¬ 
cial assistance. Federal assistance pro¬ 
gram, or federally assisted program” 
means any LEAA program that provides 
assistance through grant or contractual 
arrangements. The term does not include 
any annual payment by the United 
States to the District of Columbia au¬ 
thorized by article VT of the District of 
Columbia Revenue Act of 1947 (D.C. Code 
sec. 47-2501a and 47-2501b). 

(d) “Funding agency” is the Law En¬ 
forcement Assistance Administration 
(LEAA) or, in the case of block or for¬ 
mula grant programs, the State Plan¬ 
ning Agency (SPA) which Is responsible 
for final approval of applications for 
assistance. 

fFR Doc.76-13181 Filed 5-6-76;8:45 am] 


Title 40—Protection of the Environment 
[FRL 528-6 J 

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA¬ 
TION OF STATE IMPLEMENTATION 
PLANS 

Indiana; Disapproval of Plan Revisions 

■ Pursuant to Section 110 of the Clean 
Air Act, the State of Indiana submitted 
to the Administrator of the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency on 
January 31, 1972, an implementation 
plan to achieve the National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards. The plan was ap¬ 
proved by the Administrator on May 31, 
1972 (37 FR 10842) with several excep¬ 
tions. Included in the plan was APC-15 
affecting control of hydrocarbon emis¬ 
sions from stationary sources. This regu¬ 
lation was amended and subsequently 
approved in to to by the Administrator 
on May 14, 1973 (38 FR 12698). 

Most recently, the Indiana Air Pollu¬ 
tion Control Board after public notice 
and hearing adopted revisions to regula¬ 
tion APC-15 and adopted the new regu¬ 
lation APC-22. On October 3, 1974, the 
Technical Secretary submitted APC-22 
and on November 8, 1974, he submitted 
revised APC-15. Whereas controls are 
currently required throughout the Met¬ 
ropolitan Chicago, Indianapolis, Louis¬ 
ville and Cincinnati AQCRs, the revision 
would limit the areas for the control of 
hydrocarbons to Lake and Marion Coun¬ 
ties. With the revised regulations, the 
State submitted a technical support doc¬ 
ument describing the rationale for the 
changes to the regulations. 


On May 2, 1975 (40 FR 19210) the 
Regional Administrator of the U.S. EPA, 
Region V, requested public comment on 
these and other proposed revisions to the 
regulations contained in the Indiana 
State Implementation Plan (SIP). Fina) 
actions on APC-3, 16, 17, 18, 20 and por¬ 
tions of APC-22 were noted in the Fed¬ 
eral Register dated October 28, 1975 (40 
FR 50032). Final action on APC-13 and 
APC-22 as it relates to APC-13 will ap¬ 
pear in a future Federal Register. Com¬ 
ments received generally supported ap¬ 
proval of revised APC-15 because it 
eliminated control in areas where viola¬ 
tions of the photochemical oxidant 
standard have not been recorded. In 
EPA’s judgment, removal of APC-15 con¬ 
trol would seriously impede attainment 
of the oxidant standard for the reasons 
discussed below. 

Revised APC-15 together with new 
APC-22 changes the presently applicable 
plan in three significant ways: 

1. The removal of controls in Ohio and 
Dearborn Counties in the Metropolitan 
Cincinnati Interstate AQCR, in Porter 
County in the Metropolitan Chicago In¬ 
terstate AQCR, Floyd and Clark Coun¬ 
ties in the Louisville Interstate AQCR 
and the counties surrounding Marion 
County in the Metropolitan Indianapolis 
Intrastate AQCR. 

2. Reduction of the hydrocarbon 
sources subject to control by elimination 
of the requirement that exempt indus¬ 
trial surface coatings must be water- 
based and by the introduction of a Rule 
66-type section which in effect exempts 
more solvent mixtures than the currently 
approved APC-15. 

3. Reduced control of hydrocarbon 
transfer operations by the equating of 
vapor recovery, which provides 90 per¬ 
cent control of vapor emissions, with 
submerged fill or bottom loading which 
provides only 30 to 45 percent control 
of emissions. 

The last two changes affect control of 
hydrocarbon emissions from both new 
and existing stationary sources. 

With regard to the removal of control 
from certain counties, the mechanism for 
oxidant formation requires time for com¬ 
pletion of the complex reactions involv¬ 
ing hydrocarbons. Those hydrocarbon 
compounds which react slowly will con¬ 
tribute to oxidant formation in suburban 
and rural areas downwind of the metro¬ 
politan areas. Conversely, emissions in 
suburban and rural areas contribute to 
metropolitan oxidant levels. Under stag¬ 
nant meteorological conditions, the less 
reactive hydrocarbons may persist from 
one day to the next contributing to 
episode accumulations of oxidants. 
Furthermore, recent studies in Ohio have 
demonstrated that transport phenomena 
can cause high oxidant levels to occur in 
places where such levels would not other¬ 
wise be expected. For these reasons, EPA 
deems it unwise to reduce hydrocarbon 
controls in the region surrounding an 
area of measurably high oxidant levels. 

Rule 66-type oxidant control strategies 
have been directed to controlling reactive 
hydrocarbons or organic compounds and 
generally provide for substitution of less 
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reactive materials for moderate and 
highly reactive materials where elimina¬ 
tion of reactive materials is not fea¬ 
sible or economic. While the substitution 
strategy is successful in reducing oxidant 
levels in large metropolitan areas, re¬ 
cent studies showing the development of 
high oxidant levels in rural areas indi¬ 
cate a need for increased regional control 
of all organic compounds that partic¬ 
ipate in oxidant formation. Therefore, 
the concept of controlling “total organic 
compound emissions” discussed in Ap¬ 
pendix B of 40 CFR Part 51 is necessary 
because the prolonged exposure of “less 
reactive” hydrocarbons to solar radia¬ 
tion under certain meteorological condi¬ 
tions can cause the formation of exces¬ 
sive levels of oxidants at distances well 
removed from the sources. The continued 
use of reactivity-oriented measures can 
be considered as a viable control measure 
for extremely isolated urban areas or as 
an interim control measure in areas 
where all reasonably available control 
technology (RACT) has been applied. 

EPA approved the original APC-15 
because control was required to meet 
oxidant standards. In addition, it was 
necessary for EPA to promulgate Federal 
oxidant control plans in certain areas in 
1973 and 1974 to supplement the existing 
State Implementation Plan require¬ 
ments. Furthermore, Air Quality Main¬ 
tenance Plans (AQMPs) are currently 
being developed to provide for both at¬ 
tainment and maintenance of the 
oxidant standard in the Chicago, Indi¬ 
anapolis. and Cincinnati AQCRs. Thus, 
removing control from counties im¬ 
mediately adjacent to counties known to 
have high oxidant levels, and reducing 
control where it is retained, would not 
only reduce the effectiveness of present 
oxidant control strategies but also would 
interfere with attainment and mainte¬ 
nance of the standard. Accordingly, the 
USEPA is disapproving revisions APC-15 
and APC-22 as it relates to APC-15 to 
the Indiana State Implementation Plan 
because these regulations fail to meet 
the requirements of 40 CFR Part 51.3 
(Priority Classification of Air Quality 
Control Regions) and 51.14 (Control 
Strategy: Carbon Monoxide, Hydrocar¬ 
bons, Photochemical Oxidants, and Ni¬ 
trogen Dioxide) In that APC-15 and 
APC-22 do not assure the attainment 
and maintenance of the National Am¬ 
bient Air Quality Standard for photo¬ 
chemical oxidants. 

An evaluation review discussing the 
background for the decision noted above 
Is available for inspection at the follow¬ 
ing places; The Region V office of the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
230 South Dearborn, Chicago, Illinois 
60604; the Public Information Reference 
Unit, U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency Library, Waterside Mall. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20460; and the Indiana Air 
Pollution Control Board. 1330 West 
Michigan Street, Indianapolis, Indiana 
46206. 


Authority: 42 USC 1857c-5«a> 

Dated: April 29.1976. 

John Quarles. 
Acting Administrator. 
(FR Doc.76 13112 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 ain| 


Title 46—Shipping 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD, 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

[COD 75-196) 

PART 4—MARINE INVESTIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

Report of Investigation 

Purpose. These amendments revise the 
description of Coast Guard marine in¬ 
vestigation administration in 46 CFR 
Subpart 4.07 by revising § 4.07-10, “Re¬ 
port of investigation.” 

Paragraph (a» of § 4.07-10 now states 
in part that the District Commander for¬ 
wards the investigating officer’s report of 
a marine casualty or accident to the 
Commandant with a detailed endorse¬ 
ment that describes the action taken at 
his administrative level. The Coast Guard 
is revising this description to state that 
the Officer in Charge, Marine Inspection 
also will forward the report with the same 
type of detailed* endorsement that de¬ 
scribes the action taken at his admin¬ 
istrative level. This additional endorse¬ 
ment ensures a more thorough record of 
the action taken on each marine investi¬ 
gation at each administrative level. 

For the same reason, the administra¬ 
tive procedure for a marine Investiga¬ 
tion report from a foreign port is being 
revised. Paragraph (b) of § 4.07-10 now 
states that the investigating officer for¬ 
wards his report directly to the Com¬ 
mandant. The Coast Guard is revising 
this description to state that the investi¬ 
gating officer in the foreign port for¬ 
wards his repoVt to the Merchant Marine 
Detail Office or the Officer in Charge, 
Marine Investigation, who forwards it 
with the same type of detailed endorse¬ 
ment described in 5 4.07-10(a) to the 
Commander. Coast Guard Activities, Eu¬ 
rope, if it is a European port or to the 
Comander, Fourteenth Coast Guard Dis¬ 
trict if it is an Asian .or Pacific port. They 
then forward it to the Commandant with 
the same type of endorsement describing 
the action taken at their administrative 
level. 

Since these amendments revise a de¬ 
scription of Coast Guard procedure, the 
notice of proposed rulemaking and pub¬ 
lic procedure requirements in 5 U.S.C. 
553(b) do not apply. Since they impose 
no substantive burden upon any person, 
they may be made effective in less than 
30 days after publication in the Federal 
Register under 5 U.S.C. 553(d) (3). 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
4 of Title 46. Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions, is revised as follows: 


§ 1.07—10 | \vnrtt«!<‘ci | 

1. The second sentence in paragraph 
(a) of § 4.07-10 is revised by deleting the 
words “The District Commander” and 
substituting the words “The Officer in 
Charge. Marine Inspection, and the Dis¬ 
trict Commander” in their place. 

2. Paragraph (b> of § 4.07-10 is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

• • • • 

<b) At the conclusion of the investi¬ 
gation. the investigating officer shall sub¬ 
mit the report described in paragraph 
(a) to the Commandant via the Mer¬ 
chant Marine Detail Officer or the Offi¬ 
cer in Charge, Marine Inspection, and 
the Commander. Coast Guard District 
Activities Europe for a European port or 
Commander. Fourteenth Coast Guard 
for an Asian or Pacific port. The Mer¬ 
chant Marine Detail Officer or the Offi¬ 
cer in Charge. Marine Inspection, and 
Commander. Coast Guard Activities Eu¬ 
rope or Commander. Fourteenth Coast 
Guard District shall forward the investi¬ 
gating officer’s report to the Command¬ 
ant with the endorsement described in 
paragraphs «a)(l) through (4>, 

(5 U.S.C. 552, 14 U.S.C. 2, 93(e), 633, 33 U.S.C. 
363-365, 43 U.8.C. 1333. 46 US.C. 239. 367. 
375, 390b. 416, 526p., 1333. 49 U.S.C. 1655(b) 
(1). and 60 US.C. 198; 49 CFR 1.46(b) and 
<u)> 

Effective date. These amendments be¬ 
come effective on May 6. 1976. 

Dated: April 29.1976 

O. W. Siler, 

Admiral. U.S. Coast Guard 
Commandant. 

|FR Doc.76-13205 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


CHAPTER IV—FEDERAL MARITIME 
COMMISSION 

(Docket No. 72-19; General Order 13] 

PART 536—FILING OF TARIFFS BY COM¬ 
MON CARRIERS BY WATER IN THE FOR¬ 
EIGN COMMERCE OF THE UNITED 
STATES AND BY CONFERENCES OF 
SUCH CARRIERS 

Further Postponement of Effective Date 
In order to permit additional time 
to evaluate petitions for reconsideration 
of final rules in this proceeding [40 FR 
47770; October 10, 19751, it has been de¬ 
termined that further postponement of 
their effective date is warranted. Accord¬ 
ingly, it is* ordered that the “May 1. 
1976” effective date incorporated In the 
first sentence of Sec. 536.16 of Part 536. 
46 CFR Is amended to read “August 2, 
1976”. 

By the Commission. 

( seal 1 Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.76-13233 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 
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Title 49—Transportation 

CHAPTER I—OFFICE OF HAZARDOUS MA¬ 
TERIALS OPERATIONS, DEPARTMENT 

OF TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket No. HM-22; Amdt. No. 171-331 

PART 171—GENERAL INFORMATION AND 
REGULATIONS 

Matter Incorporated by Reference 

The purpose of this amendment to the 
Hazardous Materials Regulations is to 
update the reference to sections VIII 
(Division I) and IX of the American So¬ 
ciety of Mechanical Engineers Boiler and 
Pressure Vessel Code. 

On March 12, 1976, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published. Dock¬ 
et HM-22; Notice No. 76-3 (41 FR 
10627), proposing to make the above 
change. Two comments were received in 
this docket both of which supported the 
proposal. 

In consideration of the foregoing, par¬ 
agraph (d) (1) of 5 171.7 is amended by 
changing the date June 30, 1975 to read 
4 ‘December 31,1975. M 

Effective: June 30, 1976. 

(18 UJB.C. 834, 49 CFR 1.63(g) ) 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on May 3, 
1976. 

James T. Curtis, Jr., 
Director, 

Materials Transportation Bureau. 

[FR Doc.76-13177 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am) 


CHAPTER II—FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket No. RSEP-1, Notice No. 3] 

PART 216—SPECIAL NOTICE AND EMER¬ 
GENCY ORDER PROCEDURES: RAIL¬ 
ROAD TRACK, LOCOMOTIVES AND 
EQUIPMENT 

Standard Forms 

On March 24, 1975, the Federal Rail¬ 
road Administration (FRA) published in 
the Federal Register a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule-making (NPRM) requesting 
comments on a suggested new Part 216— 
Special Notice and Emergency Order 
Procedures: Railroad Track. Locomo¬ 
tives. and Equipment (40 FR 14336). 
Interested persons were invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the rule-making proceeding 
by submitting written comments by 
May 15. 1975. On June 18. 1975, FRA 
published in the Federal Register (40 
FR 25688) notice of a public hearing to be 
convened July 8,1975. 

After carefully considering all written 
comments received and oral comments 
made at the public hearing. FRA has 
decided to adopt the proposed rules with 
several substantive changes as well as 
minor changes designed to clarify the 
meaning of certain provisions. However, 
the essential thrust of the rulemaking re¬ 
mains unchanged. 

Substantive changes were made in 
§ 216.5, 216.11, 216.13, 216.15 and 216.25 
(b). The references to standard FRA 
forms in proposed § 216.5(c) and the re¬ 
porting requirements in proposed § 216.11 


(b) and 216.15(b) have been deleted. 
Consequently, paragraph <b) of proposed 
§216.11 has been deleted in its entirety 
and paragraph (c) has been redesignated 
paragraph <b); and paragraph (b) of 
proposed § 216.15 has also been elimi¬ 
nated. These changes were made because 
Office of Mangement and Budget (OMB) 
approval has not yet been obtained (44 
U.S.C. 3509). However, this rulemaking 
proceeding will remain open solely for 
the purpose of permitting FRA to adopt 
these deleted provisions upon OMB ap¬ 
proval. In 5 216.13(b), a sentence has 
been added to reflect the statutory re¬ 
quirement that the report be made under 
oath (45 U.S.C.29). 

Finally, § 216.25 has been amended to 
prescribe more detailed procedures for 
petitions for review of emergency orders 
pertaining to track. Upon receipt of such 
a petition, FRA will immediately contact 
the petitioner and set up a conference at 
the earliest date acceptable to the peti¬ 
tioner. At this conference, the petitioner 
may present facts, arguments and pro¬ 
posals for modification or withdrawal of 
the emergency order. If the matter is not 
resolved at the conference and the peti¬ 
tioner so requests in writing, a hearing 
will be scheduled to commerce within 14 
days of receipt of the request. This hear¬ 
ing will be conducted in accordance with 
sections 556 and 557, Title 5, United 
States Code. 

Most of the comments were generally 
supportive of the proposed procedures, 
although several commenters seriously 
questioned the need for vesting addi¬ 
tional authority in FRA and State safety 
inspectors. FRA has concluded that this 
authority is necessary for use in those 
exceptional instances when cooperative 
efforts fail. Certainly the primary re¬ 
sponsibility for safety rests with the rail¬ 
roads. However, where there is a default 
and an inspector is present, that inspec¬ 
tor should not be powerless to act. 

Written comments and oral remarks 
reflected concern that the Special No¬ 
tice authority would be used to take 
equipment out of service and to reduce 
track in class in any case where the in¬ 
spector discovers technical noncompli¬ 
ance with a standard. FRA recognizes 
that certain conditions may violate the 
Freight Car Safety Standards, for in¬ 
stance, without posing an immediate 
and unreasonable threat to safety at a 
given instant. The problem may be one 
which indicates a developing hazard or 
one which may create a hazard in com¬ 
bination with another condition which 
has not yet arisen. Accordingly, these 
standards are designed to have a pre¬ 
ventive effect of inducing railroads to 
detect and correct problems before they 
become immediate safety hazards. By 
contrast, a Special Notice would be is¬ 
sued only where the violative conditions 
are such as to render the instrumental¬ 
ity “unsafe for further service”. With re¬ 
spect to equipment, issuance of a Spe¬ 
cial Notice will evidence the Inspector’s 
judgment that movement for great dis¬ 
tances under section 215.9 of th e Freight 
Car Safety Standards (49 CFR Part 215) 
presents unacceptable risks. It is in¬ 


tended that Inspectors will work with 
carrier representatives to develop in¬ 
terim measures which will serve both the 
interests of safety and economy. For in¬ 
stance, where an empty car can be moved 
for repair without hazard if it remains 
unloaded (as it must in any event if it 
is to be moved under § 215.9), a carrier’s 
undertaking to observe this limitation on 
use until repairs can be effected will ob¬ 
viate the need for issuance of a Special 
Notice. Similarly, where the appropriate 
railroad representative voluntarily im¬ 
poses a slow order on track identified as 
substandard for operations at given 
speed ranges, the Inspector will have no 
occasion to issue a Special Notice. 

Some of the comments received sug¬ 
gested measures which appear to exceed 
the reach of the Federal Railroad Safety 
Act of 1970. For instance, on commenter 
suggested that the procedures should 
require repair of an instrumentality sub¬ 
ject to a Special Notice within a fixed 
time, thereby avoiding economic loss. 
Another commenter would require a 
railroad subject to the Special Notice for 
Repairs-Track Class or Notice of Track 
Conditions to advise all shippers on the 
line of the reduction in class or potential 
cessation of use. While these proposals 
are not without merit, they apparently 
go beyond the purview of the authoriz¬ 
ing statute. 

One commenter would extend the pro¬ 
posed Special Notice authority to signal 
systems, prohibiting any movement 
where a system has failed. This sug¬ 
gestion is beyond the scope of the notice 
of proposed rulemaking. Experience to 
date under §§ 236.11 and 236.4 of the 
Signal Inspection Act regulations (49 
CFR Part 236) indicates such author¬ 
ity may not be necessary. However, it 
would always be possible for the Admin¬ 
istrator to issue an Emergency Order 
should an unusually hazardous condi¬ 
tion be discovered. 

Other commenters expressed concern 
over the practice of hauling empty hop¬ 
per cars with open drop bottom doors, a 
matter beyond the scope of the rules as 
proposed in the Initial notice. Com¬ 
ments submitted on this issue may be 
treated in future rulemaking, since the 
subject matter is not sufficiently related 
to any active rulemaking docket. 

Two commenters challenged FRA 
power to make rules providing for the 
issuance of Special Notices absent ex¬ 
press declaration of an emergency under 
section 203 of the Federal Railrond 
Safety Act of 1970. FRA believes that the 
Act, as amended, constitutes a compre¬ 
hensive grant of authority to regulate 
in the interest of railroad safety. The 
proposed procedures would merely facili¬ 
tate the enforcement of existing statu¬ 
tory and regulatory provisions and are 
clearly within the scope of the Act and 
intent of Congress. While not legally dis¬ 
positive, it is significant that the Com¬ 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com¬ 
merce of the House of Representatives 
remarked favorably on this rulemaking 
in its report on Federal Railroad Safety 
Act authorizations. H.R. Rep. No. 94-240 
at page 7; May 22,1975. 
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Section 216.7 relates to penalties for 
the violation of Special Notices, and the 
anal rule Is revised to clarify that intent. 
One commenter questioned the fixing of 
the flat $2,500 penalty in advance. FRA 
believes that section 209(b) of the Act 
clearly contemplates such a course. 
Moreover, a knowing or negligent disre¬ 
gard of a Special Notice warrants im¬ 
position of the maximum penalty. 

One commenter questioned the $2,500 
penalty in light of the lesser penalty of 
the Locomotive Inspection Act. The pur¬ 
pose of the Federal Railroad Safety Act 
of 1970 was to permit the erection of a 
consistent and comprehensive regulatory 
structure. Previously enacted statutes 
were to remain as an irreducible mini¬ 
mum level of protection for the public 
interest. Existence of independent au¬ 
thority under the Locomotive Inspection 
Act does not negate the broader grant 
of the 1970 Act or prevent the establish¬ 
ment of a reasonable equivalence of 
sanctions among similar regulatory pro¬ 
visions. 

Sections 216.11, 216.13, and 216.15 pre¬ 
scribe the three types of Special Notices. 
One commenter would permit issuance 
of these notices by telephone or tele¬ 
graph. FRA recognizes that occasional 
circumstances might arise in which these 
options might prove beneficial, but has 
determined that their benefits are out¬ 
weighed by the potential for confusion 
and uncertainty attendant to commu¬ 
nication through electronic media. Of 
course, it will still be possible to give 
advance warning that a Special Notice 
is to be issued, and sanctions for the 
violation of substantive standards can 
be invoked if the warning fails to pro¬ 
duce the desired result. 

Section 216.11 concerns the Special 
Notice for Repairs—Railroad Freight 
Car. Several commenters expressed con¬ 
cern that the use of this Special Notice 
would tend to disrupt maintenance 
schedules and promote an inefficient al¬ 
location of resources. As indicated above. 
FRA intends that the Special Notice be 
employed with restraint to deal with 
problems not solvable through respon¬ 
sible use of the movement-for-repaira 
provision of the Freight Car Safety 
Standards (49 CFR 215.9). 

When a Special Notice is issued, the 
car may still be moved to the nearest 
point on line where proper repairs can 
be made. Contrary to fears expressed by 
some commenters. FRA does not intend 
that the occupational safety of carmen 
be endangered by requiring major repairs 
to be made at minor repair points; nor 
is it intended that repairs be attempted 
where a lack of equipment or specially 
trained personnel would make the effort 
futile. The final rule is revised to make 
clear that a car subject to a Special 
Notice may be moved to the nearest 
point at which the needed repairs can 
be made safely and effectively. 

One commenter suggested that FRA 
delay implementation of this section 
until greater experience is acquired under 
tne Freight Car Safety Standards. FRA 
has determined that experience already 
acquired, coupled with similar experience 
under other safety standards. Indicates 
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the wisdom of going forward with this 
rulemaking. 

Section 216.13 reissues, under the Fed¬ 
eral Railroad Safety Act of 1970, au¬ 
thority presently exercised under the 
Locomotive Inspection Act. The section 
enunciates procedures applicable under 
both statutes. 

It should be noted that reference in 
the section to "other conditions render¬ 
ing the locomotive unsafe" as a basis for 
issuing the Special Notice is not a de¬ 
parture from prior practice. The Loco¬ 
motive Inspection Act permits removal 
from service for nonconformity to "the 
law" (45 U.S.C. 29). and the law requires 
locomotives to be "safe to operate in the 
service to which the same are put • • *. M 
(45 U.S.C. 23). FRA inspectors have ex¬ 
ercised this power with restraint and 
good judgment for decades, and they can 
be expected to so act in the future. 

Section 216.15 pertains to the Spe¬ 
cial Notice for Repairs—Track Class. 
Several commenters predict severe eco¬ 
nomic repercussions from the grant of 
this authority to a single State or Fed¬ 
eral inspector. FRA believes that the 
continuing rise in train accidents is evi¬ 
dence of a decline in track conditions on 
some railroads. While the personal Judg¬ 
ment of any individual may be disputed, 
FRA believes that the standards are suffi¬ 
ciently objective and the risks inherent 
in delay are sufficiently great that a 
single inspector should be able to take 
prompt action to assure safety. The pur¬ 
pose of this Special Notice is to provide 
for the prompt abatement of serious 
safety hazards by requiring maximum 
operating speeds on FRA class 2-6 track 
(49 CFR 213.9) to be reduced to corre¬ 
spond to present track conditions. 
Prompt review of the initial decision on 
request of th<» railroad will be provided 
to limit any Unwarranted economic loss. 

Section 216.17 establishes appeal 
procedures for the three types of Special 
Notices. In keeping with the remarks of 
one commenter, FRA will endeavor to 
achieve national uniformity of practice 
through a continuing review of appeals 
sustained and denied. 

Subpart C outlines procedures for the 
issuance of Emergency Orders removing 
dangerously substandard track from 
service, a sanction with major economic 
implications. Having determined other 
enforcement mechanisms to be adequate 
on an interim basis. FRA has considered 
and rejected the suggestion that this au¬ 
thority be delegated outright to individ¬ 
ual inspectors. The objective of the pro¬ 
cedures as drafted is to maximize the in¬ 
volvement of FRA, State, and railroad 
of particularly serious problems. While 
officials in seeking the prompt resolution 
conditions are being assessed and options 
explored, operations can be controlled 
through the use of the Special Notice- 
Track Class and through the enforce¬ 
ment of specific limitations imposed by 
the Track Safety Standards (49 CFR 
Part 213). 

Section 216.25(c) is added in the final 
rule tc^make clear that an Emergency 
Order, once Issued, will normally remain 
in effect pending completion of the re¬ 
view process. 
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Once commenter suggested the proce¬ 
dures of Subpart C be extended to equip¬ 
ment and other instrumentalities With 
respect to which an emergency situation 
may arise. It should be emphasized that 
Subpart C is not intended to cover all 
emergency situations but is limited to 
those relating to track. FRA lias invoked 
this emergency power in the past to deal 
with equipment, operating practices, and 
other problems. However, FRA cannot at 
this time anticipate the factual context 
of problems in these areas with sufficient 
precision to prescribe appropriate emer¬ 
gency order procedures for these prob¬ 
lems. For the present. FRA will continue 
to deal with each such problem on an ad 
hoc basis as it arises. However. FRA may 
propose such procedures in a future no¬ 
tice. 

In consideration of the foregoing. 
Chapter n of Title 49, Code of Federal 
Regulations, Is amended by the addition 
of the following; 

Subpart A—General 

Sec. 

216.1 Application. 

216.3 Definitions. 

216.5 Delegation and general provisions. 
216.7 Penalties. 

Subpart B—Special Notice for Repairs 

216.11 Special Notice for Repairs—Railroad 
Freight Car. 

216.13 Special Nottce for Repairs—Locomo¬ 
tive. 

216.15 Special Notice for Repairs—Track 
Class. 

216.17 Appeals. 

Subpart C—emergency Order—Track 
216.21 Notice of track conditions. 

216.23 Consideration of recommendation. 
216.25 Issuance and review of emergency 
order. 

216.27 Reservation of authority and dis¬ 
cretion. 

Authority: Secs. 3(e) and 9(e) of Pub. L. 
No. 89-670, 80 Stat. 931, 944 (49 UJ3.C. 1652 
(e). 1657(e)). 49 CFR 1.45(b). 1.49. Pub. L. 
No. 91-458, 84 Stat. 971; sec. 206, Pub. L. No. 
93-633, 88 Stat. 2156 (45 US.C. 421, 431- 
441). Section 216.13 also proposed under 36 
8tat. 913; 38 Stat. 1192; 43 Stat. 659; sec. 3. 
Pub. L. No. 85-135, 71 8tat. 352 (45 U.S.O. 
22-34); Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1965, 30 
FR 9351. 79 Stat. 1320; sec. 6(e)(1)(E), Pub. 
L. No. 89-670, 80 Stat. 937 (40 US.C. 1655(e) 
(D(E)). 

Subpart A—General 
§ 216.1 Application. 

(a) This part applies, according to its 
terms, to each railroad which uses or 
operates a— 

(1) Railroad freight car subject to 
Part 215 of this chapter; or 

(2) Locomotive subject to the Locomo¬ 
tive Inspection Act (45 U.S.C. 22-34). 

(b) This part applies, according to its 
terms, to each railroad owning track 
subject to Part 213 of this chapter. 

§216.3 Definition*. 

As used in this part— 

(a) "FRA" means the Federal Rail¬ 
road Administration. 

(b) "State" means a State partici¬ 
pating in investigative and surveillance 
activities under section 206 of the Fed¬ 
eral Railroad Safety Act of 1970 (45 
U.S.C. 435 >. 
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(c) "Inspector” Includes FRA Re¬ 
gional Supervisors of Inspectors. 

§ 216.!) Delegation unci general provi¬ 
sions. 

(a) The Administrator has delegated 
to the appropriate FRA and State per¬ 
sonnel the authority to implement this 
part. 

(b) Communications to the Adminis¬ 
trator relating to the operation of this 
part should be submitted in triplicate to 
the Docket Clerk, Office of Chief Counsel, 
Federal Railroad Administration, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20590. 

(c) Inspectors issue notices prescribed 
under §§ 216.11, 216.13, 216.15 and 216.21 
of this part by delivering them to an ap¬ 
propriate railroad officer or agent im¬ 
mediately responsible for the affected 
locomotive, car, or track. 

§ 216.7 Penalties. 

Each railroad that fails to comply with 
the requirements of a Special Notice is¬ 
sued under this part is subject to a civil 
penalty of $2,5Q0 for each violation. Each 
day of each violation constitutes a sepa¬ 
rate offense. 

Subpart B—Specialy Notice for Repairs 

§ 216.11 Special Notice for Repairs-— 
Railroad Freight Car. 

(a) When an FRA Motive Power and 
Equipment Inspector or a State Equip¬ 
ment Inspector determines that a rail¬ 
road freight car is not in conformity 
with the requirements of the FRA 
Freight Car Safety Standards set forth 
in Part 215 of this chapter and that it is 
unsafe for further service, he notifies the 
railroad in writing that the car is not in 
serviceable condition. The Special No¬ 
tice sets out and describes the defects 
that cause the car to be in unserviceable 
condition. After receipt of the Special 
Notice, the railroad shall remove the car 
from service until it is restored to serv¬ 
iceable condition. The car may not be 
deemed to be in serviceable condition 
until it complies with all applicable re¬ 
quirements of Part 215 of this chapter. 

(b) A railroad freight car subject to 
the Special Notice prescribed in para¬ 
graph (a) of this section may only be 
moved from the place where It Is found 
to be unsafe for further service to the 
nearest available point where repairs of 
the character required can be safely and 
effectively accomplished. If the move¬ 
ment is necessary for that purpose. How¬ 
ever, the movement is subject to the 
further restrictions of section 215.9 of 
this chapter. 

§ 216.13 Special notice for repairs—lo¬ 
comotive. 

(a) When an FRA Motive Power and 
Equipment Inspector determines a loco¬ 
motive is not safe to operate in the serv¬ 
ice to which it is put, whether by reason 
of nonconformity with the FRA Loco¬ 
motive Inspection Regulations set forth 
in Part 230 of this chapter or by reason 
of any other condition rendering the 
locomotive unsafe, he notifies the rail¬ 
road in writing that the locomotive Is not 
in serviceable condition. After receipt of 
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the Special Notice, the railroad shall re¬ 
move the locomotive from service until 
it is restored to serviceable condition. 
The locomotive may not be deemed to be 
in serviceable condition until it complies 
with all applicable requirements of Part 
230 of this chapter and until all addi¬ 
tional deficiencies identified in the Spe¬ 
cial Notice have been corrected. 

<b) The carrier shall notify the FRA 
Regional Director of Railroad Safety in 
writing when the locomotive is returned 
to service, specifying the repairs com¬ 
pleted. The carrier officer or employee 
directly responsible for the repairs shall 
subscribe this writing under oath. 

,§ 216.15 Special notice for repair*—— 
track chi**. 

When an FRA Track Inspector or 
State Track Inspector determines that 
track does not comply with the require¬ 
ments of the FRA Track Safety Stand¬ 
ards set forth in Part 213 of this chapter, 
for the class at which the track is being 
operated, he notifies the railroad in writ¬ 
ing that the track is being lowered in 
class and that operations over that track 
must comply with the speed limitations 
prescribed in Part 213 of this chapter. 
The notice describes the conditions re¬ 
quiring the track to be lowered in class, 
specifies the exact location of the affect¬ 
ed track segment, and states the highest 
class and corresponding maximum 
speeds at which trains may be operated 
over that track. After receipt of the 
Special Notice, the speeds at which trains 
operate over that track may not exceed 
the maximum permissible speeds stated 
in the notice until the track conforms to 
applicable FRA standards for a higher 
class of track. 

§ 216.17 Appeals. 

(a) Upon receipt of a Special Notice 
prescribed in § 216.11, 216.13, or 216.15 
of this subpart, a railroad may appeal the 
decision of the Inspector to the FRA 
Regional Director of Railroad Safety for 
the region in which the notice was given. 
The appeal shall be made by letter or 
telegram. The FRA Regional Director 
assigns an inspector, other than the 
inspector from whose decision the appeal 
is being taken, to reinspect the railroad 
freight car, locomotive, or track. The re¬ 
inspection will be made immediately. If 
upon reinspection, the railroad freight 
car or locomotive is found to be in serv¬ 
iceable condition, or the track is found 
to comply with the requirements for the 
class at which it was previously operated 
by the railroad, the FRA Regional Direc¬ 
tor or his agent immediately notifies the 
railroad, whereupon the restrictions of 
the Special Notice cease to be effective. 
If on reinspection the decision of the 
original inspector is sustained, the FRA 
Regional Director notifies the railroad 
that the appeal lias been denied. 

(b) A railroad whose appeal to the 
FRA Regional Director for Railroad 
Safety has been denied may. within 
thirty (30) days from the denial, appeal 
to the Administrator. After affording an 
opportunity for informal oral hearing, 
the Administrator may affirm, set* aside, 
or modify, in whole or In part, the action 
of the FRA Regional Director. 
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(c) The requirements of a Special No¬ 
tices issued under this subpart shall re¬ 
main in effect and be observed by 
railroads pending appeal to a Regional 
Director for Railroad Safety or to the 
Administrator. 

Subpart C—Emergency Order—Track 
§ 216.21 Notice of track conditions. 

(a) When an FRA Track Inspector or 
State Track Inspector finds track condi¬ 
tions which may require the issuance of 
an Emergency Order removing the track 
from service under section 203, Pub. L. 
No. 91-458, 84 Stat. 972 <45 U.S.C. 432), 
the Inspector may issue a notice to the 
railroad owning the track. The notice 
sets out and describes the conditions 
found by the Inspector and specifies the 
location of defects on the affected track 
segment. The Inspector provides a copy 
to the FRA Regional Track Engineer and 
the FRA Regional Director for Railroad 
Safety. 

(b) In the event the railroad immedi¬ 
ately commences repairs on the affected 
track and so advises the FRA Regional 
Track Engineer, the Regional Track En¬ 
gineer assigns an Inspector to reinspect 
the track immediately on the completion 
of repairs. If upon reinspection the In¬ 
spector determines that necessary re¬ 
pairs have been completed, he withdraws 
the Notice of Track Conditions. 

§ 216.23 Consideration of rrroninicmJa- 
tion. 

Upon receipt of a Notice of Track Con¬ 
ditions issued under section 216.21, the 
FRA Regional Director for Railroad 
Safety prepares a recommendation to 
the Administrator concerning the issu¬ 
ance of an Emergency Order removing 
the affected track from service. In pre¬ 
paring this recommendation, the FRA 
Regional Director considers all written 
or other material bearing on the condi¬ 
tion of the track received from the rail¬ 
road within three (3) calendar days of 
the issuance of the Notice of Track Con¬ 
ditions and also considers the report of 
the FRA Regional Track Engineer. 

§ 216.25 Insnanre and review of emer¬ 
gency order. 

(a) Upon recommendation of the FRA 
Regional Director for Railroad Safety, 
the Administrator may issue an Emer¬ 
gency Order removing from service track 
identified in the notice issued under sec¬ 
tion 216.21. 

(b) As specified in section 203, Pub. L 
NO. 91-458, 84 Stat. 972 <45 U.S.C. 432), 
opportunity for review of the Emergency 
Order is provided in accordance with 
section 554 of Title 5 of the United States 
Code. Petitions for such review must be 
submitted in writing to the Office of 
Chief Counsel, Federal Railroad Admin¬ 
istration, Washington. D.C. 20590. Upon 
receipt of a petition, FRA will immedi¬ 
ately contact the petitioner and make 
the necessary arrangements for a confer¬ 
ence to be held at the earliest date ac¬ 
ceptable to the petitioner. At this con¬ 
ference, the petitioner will be afforded 
an opportunity to submit facts, argu¬ 
ments and proposals for modification or 
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withdrawal of the Emergency Order. If 
the controversy is not resolved at this 
conference and a hearing is desired, the 
petitioner must submit a written request 
for a hearing within fifteen (15) days 
after the conference. The hearing will 
commence within fourteen (14) calen¬ 
dar days of receipt of the request and will 
be conducted in accordance with sec¬ 
tions 556 and 575, Title 5, United States 
Code. 

(c) Unless stayed or modified by the 
Administrator, the requirements of each 
Emergency Order issued under this sub¬ 
part shall remain in effect and be ob¬ 
served pending decision on a petition for 
review. 

§216.27 Reservation of authority and 
discretion. 

The FRA may issue Emergency Orders 
concerning track without regard to the 
procedures prescribed in this subpart 
whenever the Administrator determines 
that immediate action is required to as¬ 
sure the public safety. 

Effective Date. This part becomes ef¬ 
fective July 1, 1976. 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on April 
30.1976. 

Asaph H. Hall, 
v Administrator. 

[FR DOC.76-]3129 Piled 5-5-76:8:45 Am) 


CHAPTER V—NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAF¬ 
FIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION, DE¬ 
PARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


(Docket No. 71-19; Notice 4J 

PART 567—CERTIFICATION 


PART 571—FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE 
SAFETY STANDARDS 

Tire Selection and Rims for Motor Vehicles 
Other Than Passenger Cars 

This notice delays the effective dates 
of certain requirements of Standard No. 
120, Tire Selection and Rims for Motor 
Vehicles Other Than Passenger Cars, and 
of the conforming amendment to 49 CFR 
Part 567, Certification, that was Issued 
along with the standard. Its purpose is to 
Permit manufacturers to avoid the 
burden of preparation for compliance 
with requirements that the NHTSA has 
determined should be amended. There is 
no delay, however, in the standard’s basic 
tire and rim selection requirements, 
which become effective September 1 
1976. 

Standard No. 120 (49 CFR § 571.120) 
*** ^sued on January 19, 1976 (41 FR 
34 18 ; January 23, 1976; Notice 3 ). It 
specifies requirements for tire and rim 
selection, rim marking, and the provi¬ 
sion of tire and rim information on ve¬ 
hicle certification labels. Part 567, the 
certification regulation, was amended in 
the same Federal Register notice, to ac- 
^modate the additional labeling. 

Manufacturers are expected to begin 
preparations for compliance with a 
standard at the time a final rulemaking 
notice is issued. Lead times are estab¬ 
lished in accordance with this expecta¬ 
tion. despite the possibility of future 


amendments. Fifteen petitions for recon¬ 
sideration of Standard No. 120 have been 
received. From the petitions and other 
information available to this agency, the 
NHTSA has determined that certain pro¬ 
visions of the standard should be 
amended. However, the agency finds it 
impracticable to respond to the petitions 
by May 24, 1976, the date by which a re¬ 
sponse would be expected unde r its policy 
regarding such responses (49 CFR Part 
553, Appendix). The agency plans to re¬ 
spond to the petitions not later than 
July 1 , 1976. Without a delay of cer¬ 
tain effective dates, manufacturers 
would be forced to make preparations for 
compliance with requirements that will, 
in all likelihood, be changed. 

Accordingly, this notice changes from 
September 1 , 1976, to September 1 , 1977, 
the effective date of the requirement, 
found in S5.3, that certain information 
appear on a vehicle’s certification label. 
The effective date of the conforming 
amendment to Part 567, Certification, is 
similarly changed to September 1 , 1977. 
The effective date of S5.2, Rim Marking. 
is changed from August 1, 1976, to Au¬ 
gust 1, 1977. The date by which vehicles 
must be equipped with rims that are 
marked in accordance with the stand¬ 
ard, which is presently specified in S5.1.1 
as March 1 , 1977, is changed to Septem¬ 
ber 1, 1979. The NHTSA is considering 
the possibility of eliminating this re¬ 
quirement entirely, to simplify the 
phase-in of properly marked rims as they 
become available. 

Manufacturers should note that, apart 
from the changed effective date for the 
requirement in S5.1.1 that vehicles be 
equipped with properly marked rims, 
there is no delay in the September 1 , 
1976, effective date of the standard’s 
basic requirement, S5.1, (Tire and Rim 
Selection ). 

The symbol “DOT” is required by S5.2 
(c) to appear on every non-passenger- 
car rim manufactured on or after the 
effective date of the rim marking re¬ 
quirements. as a certification by the 
manufacturer of the rim that it com¬ 
plies with all applicable Federal motor 
vehicle safety standards. Several manu¬ 
facturers have requested permission to 
begin stamping the symbol on rims that 
otherwise comply with the standard, be¬ 
fore that effective date. In the past, the 
NHTSA has in similar situations taken 
the position that such use of the DOT 
symbol to indicate '‘anticipatory compli¬ 
ance” w'ould necessarily be a false or mis¬ 
leading certification, because no stand¬ 
ard would in fact be in effect at the time 
of its use. 

The agency has determined that a 
limited relaxation of this principle will 
not adversely affect its enforcement au¬ 
thority. yet will both foster early compli¬ 
ance with impending requirements and 
ease manufacturer’s difficulties in tran¬ 
sition to new production procedures. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the NHTSA will not consider 
the use of the symbol “DOT” on an item 
of motor vehicle equipment that is not 
subject to any applicable and effective 
standard to be “false or misleading" if 
the following conditions are met: (i) 


there has, as of the date of manufacture 
of the item of equipment, been issued as 
a final rule a Federal motor vehicle safety 
standard to which the item of equipment 
would, but for that date’s being earlier 
than the standard’s effective date, be 
subject; and (ii) the item of equipment 
meets all requirements set out in the 
standard as most recently published be¬ 
fore the date of manufacture of the 
equipment. The NHTSA will continue to 
consider other, unauthorized uses of the 
symbol to be “false or misleading in a 
material respect” within the meaning of 
Section 108(a)(1)(C) of the National 
Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 
1966, as amended (15 UJS.C. 1398(a)(1) 
(C>>. 

This interpretation will permit the re¬ 
quested stamping that is discussed above. 
It will not permit the restamping, re¬ 
quested by several manufacturers, of 
previously manufactured rims that are in 
stock. These latter requests, however, are 
no longer of practical significance be¬ 
cause of the other actions taken in this 
notice. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
effec tive date of the amendment to 49 
CFR Part 567. Certification, that was 
published on January 23, 1976 (49 FR 
3478) is changed from September 1,1976, 
to September 1 , 1977. and the following 
changes are made to 49 CFR § 571.120 
(Standard No. 120, Tire Selection and 
Rims for Motor Vehicles Other Than 
Passenger Cars): 

§571.120 [ Amended ] 

1 . In S5.1.1, “March 1,1977” is replaced 
by “September 1 , 1979”. 

2 . In S5.2 Rim Marking. “August 1 , 
1976” is replaced by "August 1 , 1977”. 

3. In S5.3 Certification label , the ex¬ 
pression “(For vehicles manufactured on 
and after September 1 , 1977:)" is in¬ 
serted before the first sentence. 

Effective date: These changes in the 
text of the Code of Federal Regulations 
should be made immediately. 

(Sec. 103, 112, 114, 119, 201, 202, Pub. L. 89- 
563. 80 Stat. 718 (15 U.S.C. 1392, 1401, 1403, 
1407, 1421. 1422); delegation of authority at 
49 CFR 1.50.) 

Issued on April 29, 1976. 

Robert L. Carter, 
Acting Administrator . 
|FR Doc.76-12914 FUed 4-29-76;3:24 pm] 


i me ou—wildlife and Fisheries 

CHAPTER I—U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE 
SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE IN¬ 
TERIOR 


PART 33—-SPORT FISHING 
Lake llo National Wildlife Refuge 

The following special regulation is is¬ 
sued and Is effective on May 6 . 1976. 

33.5 Special regulation*; sport fishing, 
for individual wildlife refuge area*. 

North Dakota 


lake ilo national wildlife refuce 

Sport fishing on the Lake Ilo National 
Wildlife Refuge, Dunn Center, North 
Dakota, Is permitted from May I, 1976 
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through September 30, 1976, inclusive. 
The area open to fishing comprises 1050 
acres, and is delineated on maps available 
at refuge headquarters, 1 mile west of 
Dunn Center, North Dakota and from the 
Area Manager, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service. Post Office Box 1897, Bismarck. 
North Dakota 58501. Sport fishing shall 
be in accordance with all applicable State 
regulations, subject to the following 
special conditions. 

<1) Fishing at all times shall be lim¬ 
ited to daylight hours only. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33, 
and are effective through September 30. 
1976. 

Charles S. Peck, 

Refuge Manager, 

Lake llo National Wildlife Refuge. 
April 28,1976. 

[FR Doc.76-13166 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 

Title 45—Public Welfare 

CHAPTER I—OFFICE OF EDUCATION, DE¬ 
PARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, 
AND WELFARE 

PART 144—NATIONAL DEFENSE 
STUDENT LOAN PROGRAM 

PART 175—COLLEGE WORK-STUDY 
PROGRAM 

PART 176—SUPPLEMENTAL EDUCA¬ 
TIONAL OPPORTUNITY GRANT PROGRAMS 

Annual Revision of Sample Cases and 
Benchmark Figures 

Notice IS hereby given that the Com¬ 
missioner of Education is revising Ap¬ 
pendix A to § 144.14 of the National Di¬ 
rect Student Loan program regulations 
<45 CFR 144.14), 8 175.17 of the College 
Work-Study program regulations <45 
CFR 175.17) and 8 176.13 of the Supple¬ 
mental Educational Opportunity Grant 
program regulations (45 CFR 176.13) to 
establish sample cases and benchmark 
figures for academic year 1977-1978. 
These sections set forth procedures for 
as annual review and approval by the 
Commissioner of need analysis systems 
for dependent students for use in those 
programs. As a part of this review the 
Commissioner must publish a set of 
sample cases and benchmark figures. In 
order to be approved a system must gen¬ 
erate expected parental contributions for 
at least 75 percent of the sample cases 
which are within $50 of the benchmark 
figures published by the Commissioner 
for those cases. 

Paragraph (b) (2) (v) of each of such 
sections requires the Commissioner to 
revise the set of sample cases annually 
for inflation, in such a way as to main¬ 
tain, over time, a constant expected pa¬ 
rental contribution for families with 
equal Income and asset positions, meas¬ 
ured in constant dollars. The original set 
of sample cases and benchmark figures 
was published in the Federal Register on 
October 21, 1975, as Appendix A at page 
49273, and was used to approve need 


analysis systems for dependent students 
for academic year 1976-77. 

Appendix A for 1976-1977 was calcu¬ 
lated assuming that the rate of inflation 
for 1975 would be 10 percent. The ac¬ 
tual rate of inflation during that time 
period was 7 percent. This difference has 
been taken into account in revising the 
new set of sample cases. Accordingly the 
cost of living adjustment for 1976 has 
been set at 4 percent rather than the 7 
percent which would have been used had 
there been no error in the assumed rate 
of inflation for 1975. The asset reserve 
and the contribution rates published as 
paragraph (b) (2) <ii) ( c ) have, however, 
been increased by the full 7 percent rate 
of inflation now estimated for 1976, be¬ 
cause 1975 is taken as the beginning 
point for those figures. 

Appendix A, as set forth below, shall 
be effective immediately with respect to 
the approval of need analysis systems for 
dependent students. Such systems shall 


be used for making awards to students 
for academic year 1977-78 and with re¬ 
spect to the filing of institutional appli¬ 
cations for Federal funds for that year 
pursuant to § 144.4, 175.13, and 176.5 of 
Title 45 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions. 

(20 U.S.C. 1087, dd. 42 U.S.C. 2754, and 20 
U.S.C. 1070b-l and 1070b-2) 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
13.418, Supplemental Educational Oppor¬ 
tunity Grant Program; 13.468, College Work- 
Study Program; and 13.471, National Direct 
Student Loan Program) 

Dated: April29,1976. 

Duane J. Matthels, 
Acting U.S. Commissioner 
of Education 

Appendix A to § 176.13 is added to read 
asset forth below: 


§ 176.13 
term. 


Approved need analy*»»* *ys- 


Apfkndix A 


Net assets......... $10,000 $20,000 $30,000 $40,000 

Family . 3460345634603466 

Income before 

100 0 0 0 300 70 0 0 620 380 70 0 890 600 340 1M 

Slfcooo. 600 410 150 0 060 670 410 210 1,260 000 670 470 1,620 1,230 040 740 

SjoS). 1.380 1,040 780 580 1,770 1,360 1,060 860 2,230 1,740 1,380 1,130 2,780 2,100 1,700 1,470 

$20,000]"II-_2,860 1,860 1,480 1,280 2, ‘.>30 2,880 1,880 1,590 3,490 2,890 2.370 2,010 4,050 3,460 2,940 2 , 580 

$24,000—.- 3,680 2,990 2,480 2,110 4,140 3.500 8,040 2,640 4,700 4,120 3,610 3,210 6,270 4,680 4,170 3,770 

Note: The figures above are parental contribution figures which assume: 1 

L Two parents, one with Income. ... 

2. One dependent In postsecondary education os an undergraduate student. 

3. No business and/or (arm assets. 

4. Age of main wage earner Is equal to 46 years. 

6.1975 U.8.income Iaj schedules;Joint return, standard deduction. 

6. No social security benefits tor education. 

7. No unusual medical, dental, casualty, theft expense*. 

8. No other unusual circumstances. 

|FR Doc.70-13053 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am| 


PART 160b— PROGRAM FOR THE 
GIFTED AND TALENTED 

Assistance to Special Education Projects 

Pursuant to Section 404 of Pub. L. 
93-380 (20 U.S.C. 1863, '‘section 404”), 
a notice of proposed rulemaking was 
published in the Federal Register on 
July 22, 1975 (40 F.R. 30662-30070) set¬ 
ting forth a proposed regulation to add a 
new Part 160b to title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations. 

The proposed regulation set forth pro¬ 
posed rules and criteria for governing the 
award of grants and contracts by the 
Commissioner of Education in order to 
provide Federal assistance for programs 
and projects to meet the special educa¬ 
tional needs of the gifted and talented. 

Interested persons were given thirty 
(30) days in which to submit written 
comments, suggestions, or objections re¬ 
garding the proposed regulation. Ap¬ 
proximately 20 letters or written com¬ 
munications were received setting out 
approximately 65 separate comments. In 
addition to written comments, oral com¬ 
ments were received from participants In 
a series of five regional meetings held 
throughout the country during Septem¬ 


ber for the purpose of explaining the 
operation of the program. Over 200 per¬ 
sons attended these meetings. Approx¬ 
imately 60 comments were directed to the 
text of the regulation during these meet¬ 
ings. Substantive comments on the reg¬ 
ulation have been carefully reviewed by 
the Commissioner and are responded to 
in this preamble. Summaries of the com¬ 
ments on the proposed regulation are set 
forth below on a section by section basis, 
together with responses explaining the 
changes that have been made in the 
final regulation engendered by the com¬ 
ment, or indicating why no changes were 
deemed appropriate. A genuine effort has 
been made to be fully responsive to the 
comments, in keeping with the Commis¬ 
sioner's understanding of the program 
purpose and his commitment to use Fed¬ 
eral resources available for the program 
in a manner which will maximize that 
purpose. 

Many of the comments raised ques¬ 
tions as to the intended meaning of pro¬ 
visions in the proposed regulation and 
indicated a need for further clarifica¬ 
tion. The Commissioner has sought to 
provide additional clarification or inter¬ 
pretation in response to these questions 
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and comments in the preamble as well as 
in the body of the regulation. Prospective 
applicants and others interested In the 
program are therefore invited to review 
the preamble carefully. 

A. Summary. 1. Purpose of the regula¬ 
tion. Section 404 of Pub. L. 93-380 estab¬ 
lishes a new program of assistance for 
programs and projects to meet the spe¬ 
cial educational needs of gifted and 
talented children and youth. The pur¬ 
pose of this regulation, which constitutes 
a new part 160b in title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations, is to establish basic 
rules for the conduct of this new Federal 
program. The statute is silent on certain 
matters which the applicant must know 
in order to compete for an award under 
the program, including activities for 
which funds will be awarded, applica¬ 
tion and proposal requirements, and the 
criteria and standards by which appli¬ 
cations and proposals will be judged. The 
regulation sets forth rules regarding 
these matters for the guidance of appli¬ 
cants and the general public. 

2. Major Provisions. The following 
paragraphs summarize major provisions 
of the regulation. 

a. Definition of gifted and talented. 
Section 160b.2 of the regulation contains 
the definition of gifted and talented 
which will be used in the administration 
of the program. “Gifted and talented” 
are defined as children or youth, who 
have been identified at the preschool, ele¬ 
mentary, or secondary level as (1) pos¬ 
sessing demonstrated or potential intel¬ 
lectual, creative, or specific academic 
abilities, or leadership capability, or tal¬ 
ent in the performing or visual arts, and 
(2) needing differentiated education or 
services beyond those being provided by 
the regular school system to the average 
student in order to realize these poten¬ 
tialities. This definition is not set forth in 
the Act but is derived from the Report on 
the Gifted and Talented made by the U.S. 
Commissioner of Education to Congress 
in 1971, and published by the Senate 
Committee on Labor and Public Welfare 
in March 1972 as a Committee Print (pp. 
2 and 10). The definition was formulated 
in compliance with a statutory mandate 
set out in section 806 of Pub. L. 91-230, 
requiring the Commissioner to define 
gifted and talented children in ac¬ 
cordance with objective criteria and to 
report to Congress on the need of special 
education programs to assist them. Sec¬ 
tion 404 was enacted to meet the needs 
outlined in that report (Sen. Kept, No. 
93-763 at 71). 

b. Identification and assessment. In¬ 
cluded in Subpart A of the regulation is 
section 160b.3 which sets forth general 
requirements which all gifted and tal¬ 
ented programs assisted under the Act 
must meet. Among these are provisions 
relating to procedures for identification 
and assessment of gifted and talented 
children and youth by the applicant serv¬ 
es As revised, the regulation pro¬ 
vides that these procedures must be com¬ 
prehensive enough to Identify and assess 
all children who might by included in the 
category of gifted and talented In the 
area to be served by the program or proj¬ 


ect. Possible categories for which pro¬ 
grams and projects for the gifted and 
talented might be designed embrace one 
or more such areas as: general intellec¬ 
tual ability; specific academic aptitude; 
creative or productive thinking; leader¬ 
ship ability; talent in visual or perform¬ 
ing arts; or superior psychomotor ability. 
Identification of students within such a 
category must be accomplished by multi¬ 
ple methods of identification. These 
methods include, but are not limited to, 
teacher nominations, peer nominations, 
intelligence tests, and achievement tests. 
As an example, where a local educational 
agency wishes to provide a program to 
meet the special educational needs of 
students talented in the visual and per¬ 
forming arts, the school district must use 
procedures designed to identify all gifted 
and talented children in that category in 
the area to be served by the program or 
project through the use of appropriate 
multiple means of identification such as 
those suggested In § 160b.3(b) (1) (11). 
Children who might be identified as 
gifted or talented for purposes of a pro¬ 
gram or project having a different focus, 
e.g. mathematical ability, need not be in¬ 
cluded in the scope of the procedures em¬ 
ployed for identifying those talented in 
the visual or performing arts. 

c. Differentiated education. Section 
160b.3(b)<2) requires that programs or 
projects involving an instructional com¬ 
ponent must provide differentiated edu¬ 
cation or services to the participating 
students. Differentiated education or 
services, as defined in i 160b.2 means 
that process of educational instruction 
which Is adaptable to varying levels of 
individual learning response, and In¬ 
cludes. but is not limited to. instructional 
strategies which accommodate the 
unique learning styles of the gifted and 
talented, and flexible administrative ar¬ 
rangements for instruction both in and 
out of school, such as special classes, 
seminars, resource rooms, independent 
study, student Internships, mentorships, 
library media research centers, research 
field trips, and other appropriate ar¬ 
rangements. This concept is also derived 
from the Study of the Gifted and Tal¬ 
ented done by the U.S. Commissioner of 
Education in 1971 and submitted to Con¬ 
gress as his Report on the Education of 
the Gifted and Talented (p. 11). 

d. Grants to SEAs and LEAs . Subpart 
C of the regulation contains provision for 
assistance to State educational agencies 
and local educational agencies. 

Section 160b.22 provides assistance to 
State educational agencies for projects 
encompassing Statewide activities, in- 
service teacher training programs (as 
described in Subpart D), and one or 
more local educational agency demon¬ 
stration projects having Statewide agen¬ 
cy administration. Under the regulation, 
priority points will be given where a 
State consolidates all three of these com¬ 
ponents in a single application. 

Section 160b.23 governs the award Of 
financial assistance under section 404 to 
local educational agencies for the estab¬ 
lishment or improvement of locally based 
projects or programs for the gifted and 


talented. Priority is provided to applica¬ 
tions demonstrating exemplary pro¬ 
grams or projects that have a significant 
potential for replicability, or which by 
their nature will serve as a stimulus or 
catalyst for other programs, projects or 
activities, thus building capacity at the 
local level, or stimulating the develop¬ 
ment of capacity elsewhere to serve the 
gifted and talented. A revision has been 
made to the regulation to require periodic 
reassessment of all students in the area 
of the program or project to determine 
their selection for participation in such 
special classes. This provision, together 
with the requirement for use of multiple 
means of identification in selecting 
gifted and talented students should 
guarantee the selection of gifted and 
talented children from all levels of 
American society. 

It is anticipated that only a limited 
number of exemplary programs or proj¬ 
ects under this section will be assisted in 
the range of $1,000-$20,000. Since the 
funding available to the Office of Educa¬ 
tion is very limited in light of the an¬ 
ticipated number of grant applications 
expected, only applications showing 
promise of a high level of impact and 
replicability can hope to be funded. 

e. Leadership personnel training. 
While the statute enumerates several 
categories of leadership personnel to 
whom training may be provided. It is 
silent on the type of training to be pro¬ 
vided such personnel. The regulation 
proposes that this training be carried out 
along three separate levels: a graduate 
training program; a leadership training 
institute; and a program of specialized 
interships. Only one grant will be made 
in each of these categories. In order to 
derive the highest benefit from the Fed¬ 
eral funds invested in each of these pro¬ 
grams, each application should demon¬ 
strate that the program for training 
leadership personnel proposed in the ap¬ 
plication will not only assist the person¬ 
nel involved, but will be directed toward 
trainees whose training will have an 
Impact throughout the nation in the 
education of the gifted and talented. 
(§5 160b.41-160b.42(b)). 

f. Communications network. Subpart 
B of the regulation provides that the 
Commissioner may enter into contracts 
to develop and disseminate information 
to the public pertaining to the education 
of gifted and talented children and 
youth. These projects may be targeted, 
as the Commissioner shall set forth in 
his request for proposals, to such groups 
as teachers, counselors, parents, admin¬ 
istrators, school psychologists, and gifted 
and talented students. 

g. Model projects. The Commissioner 
Is also authorized to enter into contracts 
with public and private agencies to es¬ 
tablish and operate model projects tar¬ 
geted toward special categories of the 
gifted and talented such as bilingual, 
handicapped, and migratory. (Subpart F 
of the regulation). The regulation sets 
forth characteristic elements, each of 
which a model project must to some ex¬ 
tent embody <§160b.53): meeting the 
needs of a particular subgroup of a spe- 
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cial category of the gifted and talented; 
demonstrating thorough knowledge of 
existing research practice and theory in 
relation to the defined subgroup in par¬ 
ticular; showing a unique relationship to 
the target population to be addressed; 
demonstrating awareness of the optimal 
use of available resources; employing 
models and strategies that can be gen¬ 
eralized for similar target populations; 
employing applied research measure¬ 
ment methods with provision for forma¬ 
tive and summative evaluation; provid¬ 
ing for site visits, demonstrations, and 
the like; and demonstrating input from 
parents and community organizations. 

3. Public reaction to the proposed reg¬ 
ulation. The overall reaction to the pro¬ 
posed regulation was quite favorable. A 
number of commenters expressed satis¬ 
faction that a long neglected group of 
students was finally being accorded con¬ 
sideration by the Federal government. 
They expressed the hope that the im¬ 
petus to meeting the special educational 
needs of the gifted and talented now 
being given on the Federal level would 
result in an even wider adoption of pro¬ 
grams for the gifted and talented at the 
State and local educational level. They 
voiced the comment that the regulation, 
as proposed, was generally well struc¬ 
tured to accomplish this objective. In a 
number of instances they pointed out 
areas of concern in the proposed regula¬ 
tion, mostly of a minor nature, and sug¬ 
gested technical amendments that would 
strengthen those areas of the regulation. 

Major suggestions received from the 
public commenters included making the 
use of multiple means for identification 
of gifted and talented children and youth 
a mandatory requirement, applicable in 
all programs and projects under the Act 
in which selection of gifted and talented 
children and youth occurs; greater em¬ 
phasis on testing and inclusion of chil¬ 
dren and youth from all levels of Amer¬ 
ican society In order to prevent the 
institution of a “tracking system” in the 
guise of establishing a program or proj¬ 
ect to meet the special eductalonal needs 
of the gifted and talented; and Inclusion 
of amendments to make explicit that not 
only a local educational agency or a State 
educational agency but also consortia 
or combinations thereof are considered 
eligible applicants for grant awards under 
the Act. 

4 . Organization of regulation. The reg¬ 
ulation sets forth rules and criteria gov¬ 
erning contract and grant awards made 
by the Commissioner for programs and 
projects for meeting the special educa¬ 
tional needs of gifted and talented chil¬ 
dren and youth under five categories of 
program support set forth in section 404 
of Pub. L. 93-380. Section 404 authorizes: 

(1) Contracts for the development and 
dissemination to the public of informa¬ 
tion pertaining to the education of the 
gifted and talented (Subpart B of the 
regulation); 

(2) Grants to State and local educa¬ 
tional agencies for planning, develop¬ 
ment, operation, and improvement of 
programs and projects designed to meet 
the special educational needs of the gifted 
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and talented, including children and 
youth attending nonpublic schools (Sub¬ 
part C of the regulation); 

(3) Grants to State educational agen¬ 
cies for training teachers of the gifted 
and talented, and their supervisors (Sub¬ 
part D of the regulation); 

(4) Grants to institutions of higher 
education or other nonprofit agencies or 
organizations for leadership personnel 
training (Subpart E of the regulation); 
and 

(5) Contracts with public or private 
agencies to support model projects for 
the identification and education of spe¬ 
cially targeted groups of gifted and tal¬ 
ented children and youth (Subpart F 
of the regulation). 

In addition the regulation also con¬ 
tains. in Subpart A, general provisions 
applicable to all awards funded under 
the program, including, in particular, 
the definitions of “gifted and talented” 
and of “differentiated education” as used 
in the regulation as well as a require¬ 
ment for use of multiple methods for 
identification of the gifted and talented, 
all of which are derived from the study 
done by the Commissioner of Education 
in 1970-71, and published as the Com¬ 
missioner’s report on the “Education of 
the Gifted and Talented” (Sen. Comm, 
on Labor and Public Welfare, Committee 
Print, 1972). 

B. Detailed summary of comments and 
responses thereto; changes in the regula¬ 
tion. 

The following comments were sub¬ 
mitted to the Office of Education regard¬ 
ing the proposed regulation. After the 
summary of each comment, a response is 
set forth indicating changes which have 
been made In the regulation or the rea¬ 
sons why no change is deemed necessary. 
The comments are arranged In the order 
of sections of the final regulation. 

5 lSOb.2 Definitions. (1) Comment. A 
number of commenters suggested In¬ 
clusion of a definition of “local educa¬ 
tional agency” that was broad enough 
to include public agencies performing 
services for several local educational 
agencies. Other commenters suggested 
that the term “local educational agency” 
be broadened to include nonprofit groups 
whose purpose is to perform services for 
local elucational agencies, particularly in 
the area of the education of the gifted 
and talented. 

Response. A definition of “local edu¬ 
cational agency” has been Included in 
§ 160b.2. 

The term “local educational agency” as 
defined in the proposed regulation for the 
Special Projects Act (45 CFR Part 160) 
is applicable to this regulation by cross- 
reference, since the Program for the 
Gifted and Talented is one of the pro¬ 
grams that participate in funds author¬ 
ized and appropriated under the Special 
Projects Act. The definition is derived 
from the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act. (20 U.S-C. 881(f)). It has 
been set out in full in this regulation for 
the convenience of the readers. A “local 
educational agency”, under the defini¬ 
tion, may be any public board of educa¬ 
tion or other public authority legally con¬ 


stituted within a State for either admin¬ 
istrative control or direction, or to 
perform a service function for public ele¬ 
mentary or secondary schools in a school 
district or other political subdivision in 
a State created for that purpose, or any 
combination thereof. It does not include 
an individual public elementary or sec¬ 
ondary school, or any nonprofit private 
organization performing a service func¬ 
tion for a school district. Nothing in the 
regulation, however, precludes a local 
educational agency from obtaining the 
services of a nonprofit private organiza¬ 
tion by contract in carrying out a project 
or program for the education of the 
gifted and talented, or proposing to use 
a particular elementary or secondary 
school as the site for carrying out some 
aspect of an exemplary program for the 
education of the gifted and talented. 

(2) Comment. A commenter stated 
that the contributions of school libraries 
and library specialists as a resource In 
the education of the gifted and talented, 
while mentioned in the Commissioned 
report, were omitted from the regulation 

Response. Section 160b.2 has been 
amended to include references to these 
services and personnel in the illustrative 
categories contained in the definitions 
of “differentiated education” and “State 
and local educators”. 

(3) Comment. A number of comment¬ 
ers pointed out that school psychologists 
should be included in the definition of 
leadership personnel because these per¬ 
sons play a major role in the identifica¬ 
tion of gifted and talented students. 

Response. Section 160b.2 has been 
amended to include “school psycholo¬ 
gists" within the definition of the term 
“leadership personnel.” 

(4) Comment. A commenter suggested 
that teachers not be excluded from the 
definition of “leadership personnel” m 
the regulation so that teachers may also 
participate in the training offered. 

Response. Amendment has been made 
to the definition of “leadership person¬ 
nel” in 5 160b.2 to implement this sug¬ 
gestion. 

The statute provides for two types of 
training: (1) training of teachers en¬ 
gaged in the education of the gifted and 
talented and their supervisors through 
grants to States (Section 404(d)); and 

(2) training of leadership personnel 
through grants to institutions of higher 
education and other nonprofit agencies 
(Section 404(e)). The statutory emphasis 
is on the institution providing the train¬ 
ing and the type of training provided, a 
teacher may choose to participate m 
either category of training, depending on 
the teacher’s personal objective in taK- 
ing the training and his or her accept¬ 
ance into the training course. To re¬ 
move all confusion on this point, tne 
phrase “other than teachers” has been 
deleted from the definition of leadership 
personnel. 

§ 160b. 3 General Requirements. (5> 
Comment. A number of commenters sug¬ 
gested that the provision for Identifier- 
tlon of the gifted and talented he 
strengthened to make the use of mult H J 
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methods of identification mandatory, to 
make methods other than intelligence 
testing equally acceptable as intelligence 
testing as a procedure for identification 
oi gifted and talented children and 
youths, and to prohibit the exclusion of 
any child in any program funded under 
the Act on the basis of the use of one 
method of identification only. 

Response. Amendments have been 
mode to $ 160b.3 of the regulation to in¬ 
corporate these comments. 

(a) Section 160b.3(b) (1) (i) has been 
amended to require the usj of multiple 
means of identification in the selection 
of all children included in one or more 
of the categories of gifted and talented 
in the area to be served by the program 
or project assisted under the Act. The 
comment was in line with the thought 
expressed in the Commissioner’s Report 
to Congress (p. 29), and buttresses the 
Intent of the regulation to assure both 
the identification of all children and 
youth who have special gifts and talents 
and their participation In programs and 
projects designed to encourage full de¬ 
velopments of these gifts and talents. 

(b) Section 160b.3(b) (1) (ii) lias been 
amended to provide that the selection of 
the gifted and talented for inclusion in 
any program or project shall be made 
by use of at least two acceptable means 
of identification. Intelligence testing is 
noted as one of the possible means of 
Identification but the testing and iden¬ 
tification procedures used need not be 
limited to. or even include. Intelligence 
testing, provided multiple, acceptable 
metliods for identifying those children 
or youth for participation in the pro¬ 
posed program or project are employed. 
Tills will provide an additional chance 
to qualify to every child who has not 
qualified under the first testing. 

(c) To further assure maximum par¬ 
ticipation in programs and projects sup¬ 
ported under the Act. § 160b.3(b)(l) is 
further amended by adding subdivision 
(1U) to prohibit the exclusion of any 
child from a program or project funded 
under the Act on the basis of one method 
of identification only. 

(6) Comment. One commenter re¬ 
quested more specificity in the categories 
of gifted and talented children included 
within the scope of the project, as, for 
instance, a mention of the handicapped. 

Response. A specific reference to the 
handicapped has been included in 
§ 160b.3(b) (7), setting forth the require¬ 
ment for scope of participation. Inclu¬ 
sion of a reference to the handicapped 
in this provision will govern direct con¬ 
sideration of their participation not only 
iu State und local educational projects, 
but in model projects supported by con¬ 
tract, and their Indirect con ^deration in 
training programs for teachers and lead¬ 
ership personnel. 

(7) Comment. Another commenter re¬ 
quested inclusion of a requirement that 
the project or program should generally 
reflect the racial, economic, and language 
factors of the community served, unless 
a specific request is made to target the 
Program or project on any one sub¬ 
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category of gifted and talented children 
or youth in the community. 

Response. While the regulation has not 
been amended specifically to reflect the 
comment. § 160b.3(b) (7) has been 
amended to corporate the ruling set 
forth in P. v. Riles, 343 F. Supp. 1306, 502 
F. 2d 963 (9th Cir. 1974), that any ap¬ 
plicant must be able to demonstrate a 
rational connection between any tests 
given and the purpose of the program; in 
this instance, the identification of the 
category of gifted and talented within 
the area to be served by the program 
or project. 

(8> Comment. One commenter sug¬ 
gested that the definition of gifted and 
talented be changed to limit “superior 
psychomotor ability" to psychomotor 
ability as demonstrated in the visual or 
performing arts only. 

Response. No change has been made in 
the regulation. 

The definition included in the regula¬ 
tion is derived from the definition in the 
Commissioner’s Report to Congress. This 
definition was the result of a survey of 
experts in the field of the education of 
the gifted and talented. Their concept 
was that psychomotor ability w r as an evi¬ 
dence of talent in other fields such as 
sports, as well as the visual or perform¬ 
ing arts. 

(9) Comment. One commenter sug¬ 
gested that the provision for mainte¬ 
nance of level of support in § 160b.3(b> 
(4) should be amended to apply to a 
local educational agency carrying out a 
program under a State proposal funded 
under this part. (See § 160b.22). Other¬ 
wise the Federal funds could conceiv¬ 
ably be used to supplant local moneys 
formerly expended on such a program. 

Response. Section 160b.22(b> (3) has 
been amended to make this clear and 
emphasize it. 

Section 160b.3(b) (4) applies to all ap¬ 
plications for funding under the Act. It 
requires that any application contain an 
assurance that any funds received from 
the Federal government for the program 
or project should supplement and not 
supplant funds from other sources pres¬ 
ently employed in the project. Such an 
assurance from a State agency propos¬ 
ing to cany on a demonstration project 
with the aid of a local educational agency 
would mean that the State application 
sets forth the fact that such a program 
or project, if presently in existence and 
receiving non-Federal funding, would 
continue to receive this funding, and 
that the Federal funding requested by 
the State educational agency would sup¬ 
plement but not supplant this other 
funding. 

*5 160b.i Duration of projects. (10) 
Comment. One commenter proposed that 
the provision contained in $ 160b.4(c) (2) 
(ii) (D) concerning one of the determi¬ 
nations for renewal of a grant be in¬ 
cluded In $ 160b.l rather than in 5 160b.4. 
The commenter felt that the phrase 
“in the best interests of the govern¬ 
ment" seems to provide a possible basis 
for revocation of grant monies and 
should be explained to avoid misunder¬ 
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standing by those applying for funding, 

Response. No change has been made in 
the regulation. The phrase in the context 
in which it is now placed, puts the appli¬ 
cant on notice that four basic determi¬ 
nants will govern the award of continua¬ 
tion funds, one of which is whether the 
continuation would be in the best inter¬ 
ests of the government. This determi¬ 
nation does not imply the revocation or 
termination of any existing grant, but 
merely makes explicit that the grantee 
has no claim on continuation funds 
(which are to be awarded on a compet¬ 
itive basis) and that the. decision to 
grant Federal assistance for continua¬ 
tion purposes lies in whether the Gov¬ 
ernment determines, as one factor, 
whether a continuation award would be 
advantageous in light of the whole pro¬ 
gram. The three other factors for judg¬ 
ment relate to the project itself; at this 
point, the benefit to the government is 
decided. 

§ 160b.6 General educational and pro¬ 
grammatic criteria. (11) Comment. One 
commenter proposed that § 160b.6(b) 
(1) be amended to provide that an ap¬ 
plication. in showing that it has identi¬ 
fied the special educational needs of the 
gifted and talented, demonstrate that 
the gifted and talented population which 
have been identified proportionately re¬ 
flect the racial, ethnic and economic 
composition of the school district as a 
whole. 

Response. No amendment has been 
made to the regulation specifically to in¬ 
corporate this comment. However, as 
notiwi in the response to comment 5. the 
provision for identifying the gifted and 
talented has been amended and 
strengthened to assure that all children 
eligible to participate will be adequately 
tested for participation in programs and 
projects assisted under the Act. 

8 160b.ll Information services. (12) 
Comment. A number of commenters re¬ 
quested the inclusion of additional 
groups of persons involved In the educa¬ 
tion of the gifted and talented to whom 
information in this field would be dis¬ 
seminated, and one commenter pointed 
out that needs for information fluctuate 
from time to time and the target groups 
were narrowly set. 

Response . The Commissioner Is in 
agreement with both these comments 
and has revised the regulation accord¬ 
ingly. 

Section I60b.ll(d). as amended, per¬ 
mits the Commissioner to enlarge the 
categories of target groups beyond those 
in the illustrative list, and to set out such 
target groups as he determines in his 
request for proposals. 

(13) Comment. A commenter pointed 
out that Subpart B does not set forth 
any criteria for evaluation of proposals. 

Response. No change has been made in 
the regulation. 

The criteria for evaluation of proposals 
under this subpart will be contained in 
a Request for Proposals (RFP), issued by 
the Commissioner of Education. 

(14) Comment . A commenter sug¬ 
gested that provision be made for the 
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dissemination of information, about the 
success of projects and programs funded 
under the Act. 

Response. Section 160b.ll(a) has been 
amended to permit tills. The new sub- 
paragraph (4) added to § 160b.11 (a) will 
permit this type of information to be 
disseminated, whenever the Commis¬ 
sioner determines it would be appro¬ 
priate to issue requests for contract 
proposals for dissemination of this 
information. 

§§ 160b.21 and 160b.22 Assista7ice to 
State educational agencies. (15) Com¬ 
ment. One comm enter pointed out that 
neither in 45 CFR Part 100. nor in 45 
CFR Part 160, is there a definition of 
•‘State agency” which is broad enough to 
Include combinations or consortia of 
State agencies. 

.Response. Technical amendments have 
been made to make this explicit. 

The General Provisions Regulations, 
which govern all programs administered 
by the Office of Education including the 
Program for the Gifted and Talented, 
provide in 45 CFR 100a.l9, that eligible 
applicants may enter into cooperative 
arrangements with other eligible appli¬ 
cants in applying for assistance. Thus, 
any consortium of States could file an 
application for an award to carry on a 
demonstration project, a teacher train¬ 
ing project, or other project having 
multi-state impact. As in the case of the 
definition of local educational agency 
(see Comment 1), since this was not ap¬ 
parent in the regulation for the Program 
for the Gifted and Talented, technical 
amendments have been made in § 160b.2 
to make this possibility explicit. 

§ t60b.23 Grants to local educational 
agencies for locally based activities. (16) 
Comment. A number of commenters 
wanted clarification of what was involved 
in the statutory requirement that a local 
educational agency give assurance to the 
Commissioner that it has submitted its 
application to a State educational agen¬ 
cy for comment, especially as to whether 
the State educational agency could exer¬ 
cise a veto power. 

Response. An amendment has been 
made to 8 160b.23 in response to this 
comment. 

The amendment provides that a State 
may submit such comments as it deems 
pertinent to the U.S. Commissioner of 
Education within 30 days of receipt of 
the application from a local educational 
agency. The statutory provision, that the 
Commissioner may not approve an ap¬ 
plication from a local educational agen¬ 
cy unless that agency gives assurance 
that It has submitted its application to 
the State agency, was reflected in the 
notice of proposed rulemaking by re¬ 
quiring the local educational agency to 
submit a copy of its application to the 
State agency at the sa m e time that it 
submitted the application to the Com¬ 
missioner. Compliance with this pro¬ 
vision is legally sufficient. However, for 
clarification hereafter, the regulation 
has been amended to allow the State 
agency 30 days to provide the Commis¬ 
sioner with the comments it desires to 


make. The statute does not bind the Com¬ 
missioner to concur in negative comments 
from the State and reject an otherwise 
acceptable application from a local edu¬ 
cational agency. 

(17) Comment. A number of coinmen- 
ters suggested that institutions of higher 
education, as w r ell as local educational 
agencies, be required to submit their 
applications to the State educational 
agencies for review and comment. 

Response. No change has been made 
in the regulation. 

Section 404 of Pub. L. 93-380 provides 
for State educational review of appli¬ 
cations from local educational agencies 
only. However, a list of grant awards 
made to nonprofit agencies and institu¬ 
tions within the State will be furnished 
to the State educational agency. 

(18) Comment. A number of commen¬ 
ters expressed concern that establish¬ 
ment of special classes by local educa¬ 
tional agencies would lead to “tracking” 
which could work to the detriment of 
minority and other disadvantaged chil¬ 
dren and youth. 

Response. As stated previously, the 
amendments made to § 160b.3(b) (1), 
which are explained in the response to 
comment 5 above, are designed to ad¬ 
dress the concerns raised by these com¬ 
menters. 

(19) Comment. A number of commen¬ 
ters requested that a local educational 
agency exemplary project be permitted 
to include a teacher training compo¬ 
nent. 

Response. A change has been made in 
8 160b.23(c) of the regulation to respond 
to this comment. 

Incidental teacher training could be a 
necessary, even if minor, component of 
a local educational agency exemplary 
program or project In fact, it has been 
expected that incidental related train¬ 
ing would be included in an application, 
where appropriate. To make this explicit, 
and yet to allow local educational agen¬ 
cies to include this training or not, as the 
project design requires, § 160b.23(c) has 
been amended to allow costs for such 
training, where it is in-service and re¬ 
lated to the proposed project. 

§ 160b.24 Criteria for evaluating ap¬ 
plications of local educational agencies. 
(20) Comment. One commenter sug¬ 
gested that representatives of nonpublic 
schools, whose pupils are statutorily au¬ 
thorized to be participants in programs 
and projects carried on by State or local 
educational agencies under the Act, have 
a positive role in developing the applica¬ 
tions for these programs and projects. 

Response. An amendment has been 
made to § 160b.23(c) of the regulation to 
provide for greater involvement of non- 
public representatives. 

Section 160b.23(c) (3) of the regula¬ 
tion, as published in the Notice of Pro¬ 
posed Rulemaking, required that appli¬ 
cations from local educational agencies 
provide that, if assistance Is made avail¬ 
able. the applicant will set up an advisory 
committee representative of persons or 
groups concerned with the program or 
project for the gifted and talented sup¬ 


ported under the Act. This provision has 
been amended to list representatives 
from nonpublic schools among those who 
may serve on the advisory committee. It 
is at the level of demonstration and ex¬ 
emplary programs and projects that non¬ 
public school children will be most likely 
to participate, and representatives of 
these schools constitue a concerned class 
of persons who may be included on the 
advisory committee. 

5 160b.51 et seq. Model Projects. (21) 
Comment. A number of commenters sug¬ 
gested that Model Projects should not be 
restricted to serving specific sub-popula¬ 
tions of the gifted and talented, but 
should cover a wider range of objectives. 

Response. No change has been made in 
the regulation. 

Subsection <g) of section 404 of Pub. L. 
93-380 authorizes model projects for the 
identification and education of gifted and 
talented children including special cate¬ 
gories, such as bilingual, handicapped 
children, and educationally disadvan¬ 
tage children. Funds for establishment 
and operation of model projects are 
statutorily limited to 15 percent of 
amounts expended under the Act. In 
order to be in compliance with the statu¬ 
tory intent of this subsection of the Act 
and to make maximum use of limited 
funds for capacity building In specific 
areas, the regulation limits model proj¬ 
ects to serving specific sub-groups of the 
gifted and talented. 

(22) Comment. A number of comment¬ 
ers from areas where there are active 
community and other private organiza¬ 
tions concerned with the education of 
the gifted and talented requested that 
the input from such organizations be rec¬ 
ognized as a part of a model project. 

Response. Section 160b.53 has been 
amended to incorporate the comment. 
This section lists elements of a model 
project. An additional element has been 
added, namely, that a model project 
demonstrate contributions from parents 
of target group students and concerned 
community organizations. 

General. (23) Comment. Several com¬ 
menters recommended that the regula¬ 
tions require equal participation by both 
sexes in programs for the gifted and 
talented. 

Response. No change has been made in 
the regulation. 

The participation of students will be 
dependent on the identification proce¬ 
dures utilized to determine potential or 
demonstrated ability and need for dif¬ 
ferentiated educational services. No dis¬ 
tinction Is to be made by sex in this 
identification procedure. The Program 
for the Gifted and Talented, as all pro¬ 
grams of Federal financial assistance. 
wlH be subject to Title VI of the Civil 
Rights Act. Title IX of the Educational 
Amendments of 1972, and corresponding 
regulations which prohibit discrimina¬ 
tion. 

(24) Comment. A number of comment¬ 
ers recommended that the distribution 
of funds be changed so that only activi¬ 
ties related to training and capacity 
building be funded. 
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Response. No change has been made In 
the regulation. 

If it was the intent of these comment- 
ers that only the grant activities under 
Subparts C. D, and E be funded, the Com¬ 
missioner is unable to accede to their 
suggestions. 

(25) Comment. The comment was 
made that more funds should be al¬ 
located to local educational agencies. 

Response. Same response as to com¬ 
ment (19). 

(26) Comment. A number of commen¬ 
ted recommended that the regulation 
permit the establishment of enrichment 
centers and other such provisions which 
supplement the regular school program. 

Response. No change has been made 
In the regulation. 

However, while not spelled out in the 
regulation, for the reason that such par¬ 
ticularity would limit rather than 
further innovation, applications for such 
programs may be considered under the 
regulation. 

(27) Comment. A number of com¬ 
mented wanted a more detailed break¬ 
down of the points used by the field 
readers in evaluation of applications. 

Response. No change has been made 
in the regulations. 

In drafting the regulation, recognition 
was given to the need to preserve an ap¬ 
propriate degree of flexibility to program 
applicants to design and administer 
projects which they have fashioned. The 
regulation has set broad parameters 
within which applicants retain freedom 
to fashion innovative proposals. It is 
believed that the criteria are sufficiently 
specific and that adequate guidance is 
given as to the weight assigned each 
criterion. 

(28) Comment. One commenter recom¬ 
mended that institutions of higher edu¬ 
cation be allowed to expend funds for 
additional faculty. 

Response. No change has been made 
in the regulation. 

Because of the limitations of funds, 
it is expected that project costs to be 
funded under the Act will be limited 
to Incremental costs of establishing and 
carrying on the program or project, and 
that such incremental costs will be jus¬ 
tified in the application. Such costs may 
Include faculty costs, where so justified. 

C. Other changes. Typographical and 
editorial corrections and certain techni¬ 
cal changes for clarification and con¬ 
sistency have been made. 

Assistance provided under this pro¬ 
gram is subject to the provisions in the 
governing legislation as well as the pro¬ 
visions of Part 160 of this chapter. As¬ 
sistance under this program is also sub¬ 
ject to applicable provisions of Subchap¬ 
ter A of this chapter (see, in particular, 
CFR p ar fc i 00 a) and Appendices 
thereof. 

cons *deration of all comments, 
Title 45 of the Code of Federal Regula- 
tions is amended by adding a new Part 
160b to read as set forth below: 
iif date: Pursuant to Section 
wi(d) of the General Education Provt- 
smn Act, as amended (20 U.S.C. 1232 


(d)), this regulation has been transmit¬ 
ted to the Congress concurrently with 
the publication in the Federal Register. 
That section provides that regulations 
subject thereto shall become effective on 
the forty-fifth day following the date of 
such transmission, subject to the provi¬ 
sions thereof concerning congressional 
action and adjournment. 

It is hereby certified that the economic 
and inflationary impacts of this regula¬ 
tion have been carefully evaluated in ac¬ 
cordance with OMB Circular A-107. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
13.562, Program for the Gifted and Talented) 

Dated: February 29. 1976. 

T. H. Bell, 

U.S. Commissioner of Education. 
Approved: April 27. 1976. 

Marjorie Lynch, 

Acting Secretary of Health , 
Education, and Welfare. 

Chapter I of Title 45 is amended by 
adding the new Part 160b to read as set 
forth below. 

PART 160b—PROGRAM FOR THE GIFTED 


8ec. 

AND TALENTED 

Subpart A — General 

ieob .1 

Purpose and scope. 

lG0b.2 

Definitions. 

160b.3 

General requirements. 

I60b.4 

Duration of projects. 

160b.6 

Pre-applications. 

l60b.G 

General educational and program¬ 
matic criteria. 

I60b.7 

Allowable costs. 


Subpart B—Information Services 

160b. 11 Information development and dis¬ 
semination. 

Subpart C—Assistance to State and Local 
Agencies for Planning, Development, Opera¬ 
tion, and Improvement of Programs 

160b .21 Oeneral. 

160b.22 Grants to State agencies, Statewide 
activities. 

160b.23 Grants to local educational agen¬ 
cies. locally based activities. 

160b24 Criteria for evaluation of applica¬ 
tions. 

160b.25 Participation of students In non- 
pubUo schools. 

Subpart O—Training of State and Local 
Educators 

160b.31 Grants for State Training Projects. 
160b.32 Criteria for awards. 

I60b.33 Allowable costs. 

Subpart E—Leadership Personnel Training 

160b .41 Grants for leadership personnel 
training. 

160b.42 Grant activities. 

100b.43 Graduate training program for lead¬ 
ership personnel. 

160b.44 Training institute for gifted and 
talented. 

160b.45< Internships. 

160b.48 Criteria for awards. 

Subpart F—Model Projects 

160b.51 Contracts for model projects. 

160b.52 Eligible applicants. 

160b.63 Elements of a model project. 

160b.54 Criteria for awards. 

Authority: Section 404, Pub. L. 93-380; 20 
U.S.O. 1868. 


Subpart A—General 
§ 160!>.l Purpose and scope. 

(a) Purpose. Section 404 of Pub. L. 93- 
380 (20 U.S.C. 1863) provides a program 
of grants and contracts to support the 
education of gifted and talented children 
and youth through: 

(1) Tlie development and dissemina¬ 
tion to the public of Information per¬ 
taining to the education of gifted and tal¬ 
ented children and youth (5 404(b)); 

(2) Grants to State and local educa¬ 
tional agencies for the planning, develop¬ 
ment, operation, and improvement of 
programs and projects designed to meet 
the special educational needs of the 
gifted and talented at the preschool, ele¬ 
mentary. and secondary school levels 
(§ 404(c)); 

(3) Grants to State educational agen¬ 
cies for training personnel engaged, or 
preparing to engage, in educating the 
gifted or talented or as supervisors of 
such personnel ($ 404(d)); 

(4) Grants to institutions of higher 
education or other appropriate nonprofit 
agencies for training leadership person¬ 
nel in the education of the gifted and 
talented (§ 404(e)); and 

(5) Contracts with public and private 

agencies for the establishment and op¬ 
eration of model projects for the Identi¬ 
fication and education of the gifted and 
talented (5 404(g)). * 

(b> Scope. This part applies to projects 
assisted with funds appropriated pur¬ 
suant to Section 404 of Pub. L. 93-380, 
or with funds made available for expend¬ 
iture under Section 404 pursuant to the 
Special Projects Act by Section 402 of 
Pub. L. 93-380. 

(c) Other pertinent regulations. As¬ 
sistance under this part is subject to ap¬ 
plicable provisions contained in (1) sub¬ 
chapter A of this chapter, relating to 
fiscal, administrative, property manage¬ 
ment. and other matters (45 CFR Parts 
100, 100a). and (2) Part 160 of this 
chapter, relating to the Special Projects 
Act. 

(20 U.S.C. 1851, 1863) 

§ 160b.2 Definition**. 

(a) “Act means Section 404 of the Edu¬ 
cation Amendments of 1974 (Pub. L. 93- 
380), relating to assistance for the ed¬ 
ucation of the gifted and talented. 

(20 U.S.C. 1663) 

(b> “Differentiated education or serv¬ 
ices” means that process of instruction 
which is capable of being integrated into 
the school program and Is adaptable to 
varying levels of individual learning re¬ 
sponse in the education of the gifted and 
talented and includes but is not liimted 
to: 

(1) A differentiated curriculum em¬ 
bodying a high level of cognitive and af¬ 
fective concepts and processes beyond 
those normally provided in the regular 
curriculum of the local educational 
agency; 

(2) Instructional strategies which ac¬ 
commodate the unique learning styles 
of the gifted and talented; and 


FEDEftAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 89—THURSDAY, MAT 6, 1976 




18666 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(3) Flexible administrative arrange¬ 
ments for instruction both in and out 
of school, such as special classes, semi¬ 
nars, resource rooms, independent study, 
student Internships, mentorships, re¬ 
search field trips, library media research 
centers and other appropriate arrange¬ 
ments. 

(20 U.S.C. 1863, UJ5. Commissioner of Educa¬ 
tion’s Report on "Education of the Gifted 
and Talented.” pp. 11 and 28 (Sen. Comm, on 
Labor and Public Welfare, Comm. Print. 1972, 
hereinafter "Comm. Print.”)) 

(c) ‘’Gifted and talented” means chil¬ 
dren and, where applicable, youth, who 
are identified at the preschool, elemen¬ 
tary, or secondary level as (1) possessing 
demonstrated or potential abilities that 
give evidence of high performance 
capability in areas such as intellectual, 
creative, specific academic, or leadership 
ability or in the performing and visual 
arts; and (2) needing differentiated ed¬ 
ucation or services (beyond those being 
provided by the regular school system to 
the average student) in order to realize 
these potentialities. 

(20 U.S.C. 1863, Comm. Print (1972) 10-11) 

(d) “Instructional equipment” means 
those items of equipment and accom¬ 
panying learning materials unique to and 
necessary for the operation of differ¬ 
entiated educational programs or special 
educational services for gifted and 
talented students which do not duplicate 
existing items. 

(20U.S.C. 1863(C) (3)) 

(e) “Leadership personnel”, for the 
purposes of subpart E, includes, but is not 
limited to, teacher trainers, school ad¬ 
ministrators, supervisors, researchers. 
State consultants, school psychologists 
and other persons engaged in directing or 
providing services to the gifted and tal¬ 
ented children and youth. These persons 
may also Include potential leaders who 
represent parental, organizational, and 
other community and professional in¬ 
terests in the education of the gifted and 
talented. 

(20U.S.C. 1863(e)) 

<f) “Local educational agency” means a 
public board of education or other pub¬ 
lic authority legally constituted within a 
State for either administrative control 
or direction of. or to perform a service 
function for. public elementary or sec¬ 
ondary schools in a city, county, town¬ 
ship, school district or other political 
subdivision of a State, or such combina¬ 
tion of school districts or counties as are 
recognized in a State as an administra¬ 
tive agency for its public elementary or 
secondary schools. Such term also in¬ 
cludes any other public institution or 
agency having administrative control 
and direction of a public elementary 
school. 

(20 U3.C. 881(f)) 

(g) “Non-public elementary or second¬ 
ary schools” means schools which provide 
elementary or secondary education, as 
determined under State law (but not 
including any education beyond grade 


12), and which are controlled by other 
than a public agency. 

(20 US.C. 1863(C) (2) (A) (ill) ) 

(h) “State and local educators”, for the 
purposes of subparts C and D, includes 
persons engaged in or preparing to be 
engaged in the education of the gifted 
and talented, such as teachers, coun¬ 
selors, library media specialists, or first 
line supervisors. 

(20 UJS.C. 1863(d)) 

(i) “State educational agency” for pur¬ 
poses of subparts C and D means any 
State educational agency, or any con¬ 
sortium of such agencies that have en¬ 
tered into a cooperative agreement for 
carrying out programs or projects under 
these subparts on a multi-state basis. 

§ 160b.3 General requirements. 

(a) Scope . Each application under this 
part is subject to the requirements de¬ 
scribed in paragraph <b) as well as the 
requirements contained in the particular 
subpart pursuant to which such applica¬ 
tion is submitted. Applications for assist¬ 
ance under this part must contain in¬ 
formation sufficient to enable the Com¬ 
missioner to determine that the require¬ 
ments are satisfied with respect to the 
program or project for which assistance 
is requested in the application. Applica¬ 
tions not meeting these requirements will 
not be subject to further evaluation un¬ 
der this part. 

(b) Requirements. (1) Procedures lor 
identification and assessment of gifted 
and talented, (i) In the case of any pro¬ 
gram or project under this part which 
involves the provision of services to the 
gifted and talented, the procedures for 
identification and assessment of the 
gifted and talented must be sufficiently 
comprehensive to Identify and assess 
all children who are In the category (or 
categories) of gifted and talented chil¬ 
dren (as defined in S 160b.2) addressed 
by the program or project and who are 
in the area to be served by the program 
or project. 

(ii) Such identification shall be ac¬ 
complished by the use of multiple meth¬ 
ods which shall Include at least two ac¬ 
ceptable procedures (such as teacher 
nominations, measures of creativity, peer 
nominations, intelligence tests, evalua¬ 
tions adapted to the cultural norm or 
other predictive measures) related to the 
specified category (or categories) of 
gifted and talented to be served by the 
program or project. A specified category 
of the gifted and talented may be: 

(A) General intellectual ability, 

(B) Specific academic aptitude, 

(C) Creative or productive thinking, 

(D) Leadership ability, 

(E) Talent in visual and performing 
arts, 

(F) Superior psychomotor ability. 

(iii) No child shall be denied entry 
Into a program or project on the basts 
of only one method of identification. 

(20 U.S.C. 1863, Comm. Print (1972) at 10-11) 

(2) Differentiated education. Where 
the program or project to be assisted in¬ 


cludes an instructional component serv¬ 
ing the gifted and talented, the program 
or project must involve differentiated 
education or services, as defined in 
{ 160b.2, designed to ensure emphasis on 
affective as well as cognitive development 
of the student. 

(20 TJ.S.C. 1863; Com m. Print (1072) at 11) 

(3) Individualized education. The ac¬ 
tivities to be carried out must be struc¬ 
tured to respond to the individual needs, 
both cognitive apd affective, of the chil¬ 
dren, teachers, and other personnel to be 
served. 

(20 U.S.C. 1863) 

(4) Maintenance of level of support. 
An application for assistance under this 
part must contain an assurance that 
funds made available to the applicant 
under this part will be so used (i) to 
supplement and, to the extent practica¬ 
ble, increase the level of funds that 
would, in the absence of funds under 
this part, be available from non-Federal 
sources for the purposes of the program 
for which assistance is sought, and (ii) 
in no event to supplant such funds. 

(Sen. Kept. No. 03-763, at 72 (1974)) 

(5) Multiplier effect. The program or 
project must be designed to affect and 
improve the education of the gifted and 
talented on a national, Statewide, or re¬ 
gional level and to attract other public 
or private resources to the education of 
the gifted and talented. 

(Sen. Rept. No. 93-763, at 72 (1974)) 

(6) Scope of participation. Provision 
must be made for the participation of, or 
for assistance with respect to the need? 
of, all targeted gifted and talented In the 
area to be served by the program or 
project, including those who are eco¬ 
nomically deprived, handicapped, or cul¬ 
turally different as evidenced by traits 
such as bilingual capability, or other 
traits common to the cultural norm. 
Where tests are employed as a means of 
identifying the gifted and talented, the 
recipient of funds under this Part must 
be able to demonstrate a rational con¬ 
nection between such tests and the pur¬ 
pose for which they are given. 

(20 UJS.C. 1863 P. v. Riles , 343 P. Supp. 1306) 

(7) Evaluation. The application must 
contain satisfactory assurance that the 
applicant (1) will conduct a comprehen¬ 
sive ongoing evaluation as well as a final 
evaluation of the program or project, 
and (ii) will cooperate with the Commis¬ 
sioner’s evaluation of specific plans, pro¬ 
grams, projects, or activities assisted 
under the Act. 

(8) Internal consistency. The applica¬ 
tion must establish that all components 
of the program or project are interrelated 
and interdependent. 

(20 UJS.C. 1863) 

§ 160b. 1 Duration of projects. 

(a) Grant awards made pursuant to 
this part will be for a period of up to one 
year. 
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(b) Grant applications may be filed 
proposing a program or project with a 
duration in excess of one year. Such ap¬ 
plication must be accompanied by an 
explanation of the need for multi-year 
support, an overview of the objectives 
and activities proposed, and estimated 
budget breakouts to obtain these ob¬ 
jectives in any proposed subsequent year. 
If the Commissioner finds that the appli¬ 
cation demonstrates that multi-year 
support is needed to carry out the pro¬ 
posed program or project, the Commis¬ 
sioner may, in the initial notification of 
grant award for the program or project, 
indicate an intention to assist the pro¬ 
gram or project on an appropriate multi¬ 
year basis through continuation grants. 

(c) (1) Subject to availability of funds, 
where the Commissioner has made an 
initial award to support a project pro¬ 
posal requiring more than one year for 
completion, continuation awards may be 
made. 

(2) (i) Continuation applications will 
not be competitive with initial awards 
in any subsequent fiscal year, but will be 
competitive with other applications for 
continuation awards in the same year. 

(ii) Applications for continuation 
awards will be reviewed to determine: 

(A) If the grantee has complied with 
the ^rant terms and conditions, the Act, 
and the regulations; 

(B) The effectiveness of the program 
or project to date or the constructive 
changes proposed as a result of the on¬ 
going evaluation; 

<C) The extent to which the program 
or project is meeting the applicable pri¬ 
orities; and 

<D) The extent to which continuation 
of Federal assistance to the program or 
project is in the best interests of the 
government. 


(20 U.S.C. 1863 (c), (d), and (e)) 
§ I60b.5 Pre-application*. 


fa) With respect to the award of 
grants under subparts C, D, and E, the 
Commissioner may require applicants to 
submit a *Dre-application in accordance 
with f 100a.41 of this chapter by publish¬ 
ing a closing date for pre-applications in 
the Federal Register. 


(b) In the event the Commissioner 
does require pre-applications pursuant 
to paragraph (a) of this section: 


(1) As part of the narrative statement 
concerning the program or project re¬ 
quired in pre-application forms provided 
lor by 5 100a.41 of this chapter, which 
may not exceed ten double-spaced type¬ 
written pages, applicants for grants must 
Provide information on the objectives 
and activities proposed which is respon¬ 
sive to applicable criteria set forth in 
5$ 160b.6, and 160b.24,160b.32, or 160b 46, 
appropriate. 


f2) if the applicant proposes a pro¬ 
gram or project with a duration in excess 
°. n ^ year. the narrative statement must 
include an explanation of the need for 
multi-year support, and the budget forms 
must Include a detailed budget for the 
year and summary projections for 
balance of the proposed project. 


(3) Pre-applications will be evaluated 
by the Commissioner on the basis of 
their prospects for meeting the funding 
requirements set out in 5 160b.3 and the 
applicable subpart, and for competing 
successfully with similar applications in 
terms of the criteria set forth in § 160b.6 
and the applicable subpart. 

(4) Applicants submitting the most 
highly rated pre-applications will be in¬ 
vited to submit applications for review*. 
(20 U.S.C. 1863) 

§ 160b.6 General educational and pro¬ 
grammatic criteria. 

<a> Applicability. Applications for 
grants under this part will be evaluated 
on the basis of: 

(1) funding criteria contained in the 
subpart to which the application relates 
(see §5 160b.24, 160b.32, and 160b.46) ; 
and 

(2) general criteria set forth in para¬ 
graph (b) of this section. The criteria 
contained in 45 CFR § 100a.26 are not 
applicable to this part. 

(b) General criteria. The following 
general criteria will be applied in evalu¬ 
ating all applications for grants under 
this part (100 points). 

(1) Needs assessment (10 points) . The 
extent to which the program, project, or 
activity has identified the special educa¬ 
tional needs of the gifted and talented 
population that it proposes to serve (in¬ 
cluding the assessment of such needs of 
minority groups or economically deprived 
children in the area to be served) and 
gives evidence that this identification 
was derived through a process involving 
the population to be served, educators, 
and the community (including parents, 
private groups, and/or institutions). 

(2) Statement oj objectives (20 
points ). The extent to which the pro¬ 
gram, project, or activity defines specific 
immediate objectives in relation to the 
needs identified and contains appropri¬ 
ate strategies to meet these objectives, 

(3) Activities (25 points). The extent 
to which the program, project, or ac¬ 
tivity: 

(1) Is designed to meet the unique 
needs of each participant; 

(ii) Incorporates Innovative concepts 
and techniques which can be replicated 
to meet current problems experienced in 
gifted and talented education. 

(4) Resource management (25 points). 
The extent to which the program, proj¬ 
ect, or activity: 

(i) Demonstrates selection of compe¬ 
tent staff and consultants; 

(ii) Shows evidence of plans to pre¬ 
pare and train staff; 

(iii) Effectively and efficiently utilizes 
existing monetary, human, and informa¬ 
tional resources, public, private, and 
community; 

(iv) Demonstrates innovative coordi¬ 
nation of resources for program man¬ 
agement. 

(5) Evaluation (10 points). The ex¬ 
tent to which the program or project 
contains an ongoing evaluation com¬ 
ponent which will: 


<i) Utilize objective assessment pro¬ 
cedures to the greatest degree possible 
for all program aspects; 

(ii) Involve persons both directly and 
indirectly affected by the program, proj¬ 
ect, or activity, such as parents, students, 
and the community; 

(iii) Include mechanisms for effecting 
changes in the program or project based 
on periodic compilation of results; 

(iv) Include the application of stand¬ 
ards of success designed by persons asso¬ 
ciated with the program or project as well 
as those standards developed by profes¬ 
sionals elsewhere: 

(v) Report results based on actual ac¬ 
complishments by the gifted and tal¬ 
ented students or their teachers which 
are a direct result of the project, pro¬ 
gram, or activity. 

(6) Dissemination (10 points). The ex¬ 
tent to which the proposed program or 
project demonstrates a substantial com¬ 
mitment of monetary and human re¬ 
sources for the purpose of: 

(1) Organizing final results and prod¬ 
ucts in exportable form; 

(ii) Training personnel from other 
agencies and institutions desiring to 
utilize a similar model or program. 
(20UB.C. 1863) 

§ 160b.? Allowable costs* 

(a) General. <1) Allowable costs under 
programs or projects to which funds are 
awarded pursuant to this part shall be 
determined in accordance with cost prin¬ 
ciples set forth in the applicable ap¬ 
pendices to subchapter A of tills chapter. 

(2) The costs of nonexpendable per¬ 
sonal property with an acquisition cost 
of $1,000.00 or more per unit, deprecia¬ 
tion or use allowances, automatic data 
processing, memberships, subscriptions 
and professional activities shall be un¬ 
allowable under this part unless they 
have been provided for in the grant 
agreement and specifically authorized by 
the Commissioner. Facilities, capital 
assets, and repairs which materially in¬ 
crease the value or useful life of capital 
assets generally shall be unallowable. 

(b) Costs in training projects. Train¬ 
ing projects of short-term duration 
under Subparts D and E: 

(1) Grants for these training projects 
may include provisions for (i) the pay¬ 
ment of tuition and fees, and (ii) the 
payment to participants (who are not 
otherwise compensated for their time 
while receiving training) of stipends, as 
follows: 

(2) (i) Where stipends are paid to 
participants, payments will be at the 
rate of $30.00 for each full day of train¬ 
ing, up to $150.00 per week. If a day of 
training involves less than five hours, 
payment for attendance would be at the 
rate of $6.00 per hour subject to the 
weekly limit of $150.00; or 

(ii) Where the educational personnel 
participating in the training are ordi¬ 
narily paid for their work at a salary 
scale determined by a collective bargain¬ 
ing agreement In which the minimum 
hourly rate for the individual Is more 
than $6.00 per hour, the individual would 
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be eligible for a stipend at the minimum 
hourly rate provided under the collective 
bargaining agreement; 

(iii) Where a local educational agency 
or other public educational agency 
compensates teachers or other educa¬ 
tional personnel whom it employs for 
their time in receiving training under 
this subparagraph and must hire a sub¬ 
stitute for a participant in Uie training 
during the time of such participation, 
reimbursement may be made in accord¬ 
ance with law under the grant to such 
agency in the amount required to hire 
the substitute; 

»iv) Up to fifty percent of travel costs 
will be paid for participation in any 
training component under this subpara¬ 
graph. 

(c) Graduate training of leadership 
personnel. (1) Grants which support 
training in the education of the gifted 
and talented leading to a graduate de¬ 
gree or beyond as provided for in subpart 
E may include provisions for (i) pay¬ 
ment to the grantee of the incremental 
costs of planning organizing, staffing, 
and conducting such courses, seminars, 
and practicums during their preparation 
and first year operation, and <ii) partial 
tuition and fees of participants on a 
credit hour basis, and (2) payment to 
participants of stipends and dependency 
allowances as the Commissioner may de¬ 
termine to be consistent with prevailing 
practices under comparable Federal pro¬ 
grams providing fellowship support. 

(d) Internships. Where a grant to an 
institution of higher education or other 
appropriate non-profit institution or 
agency, or a consortium thereof, relates 
to a project or program involving in¬ 
ternships for the participants with State 
or local public agencies, Federal agencies, 
or institutions, provision may be made 
to include an amount for the internship 
in the grant at the entering rate for pro¬ 
fessionals in the agency to which the 
intern is to be assigned. The application 
must contain sufficient information and 
justification to satisfy the Commissioner 
that such payment would contribute 
substantially to the realization of the 
project objective. The amount of the in¬ 
ternship shall be limited to the equiva¬ 
lent of entering salary. 

(e) Indirect costs . (1) Except as pro¬ 
vided in subparagraph (2) of this para¬ 
graph, indirect costs will be allowed 
under projects funded under this part in 
accordance with the indirect cost rate 
allowances set out in the Appendices to 
subchapter A of this chapter; 

(2) Indirect cost rates for educational 
training grants will be awarded at 

(i) The actual level of indirect costs as 
determined under clause (1) of this sub- 
paragraph, or 

<ii) The rate of eight percent of total 
direct costs, including stipends and de¬ 
pendency allowances, whichever is the 
lesser. 

(FMC 73-8 and FMC 74-4; 20 U.S.C. 1863. 
1231(0)(b); 12320(b)(2)) 


Subpart B —Information Services 

§ IfrOh.lI Information development hih! 
disMrminntion. 

(a> General. The Commissioner shall 
enter into contracts with one or more 
public or private agencies or organiza¬ 
tions to develop and disseminate infor¬ 
mation to the public pertaining to the 
education of gifted and talented children 
and youth. 

(b> Activities. Development of such 
information includes, but is not limited 
to: 

<1> Collection of available data on 
identification of the gifted and talented; 

t2> Analyses of existing methodologies 
and new discoveries in the continuing 
educational needs of the gifted and 
talented; 

(3 > Information on current and devel¬ 
oping training opportunities for teachers 
of the gifted and talented and for leader¬ 
ship personnel in this area; and 

(4) Any other information considered 
relevant to the education and develop¬ 
ment of gifted and talented children and 
youth. 

(c) Dissemination methods. Such 
project(s) shall provide for the prepara¬ 
tion and dissemination of information 
by the most appropriate means available, 
including publication or any other appro¬ 
priate medium of dissemination. 

<d) Targeting. In soliciting proposals 
under this Subpart, the Commissioner 
shall determine the target groups for dis¬ 
semination activities, including but not 
limited to one or more of the following 
groups: Teachers counselors, parents, 
administrators, school psychologists and 
gifted and talented students. 

(20 U.S.O. 1863(b)) 

Subpart C—Assistance to State and Local 
Agencies for Planning, Development, 
Operation, and Improvement of Pro¬ 
grams. 

§ 160b.21 CeneraL 

(a) Scope. This subpart governs grants 
to State educational agencies and local 
educational agencies under subsection 
(c) of the Act to assist such agencies or 
any consortia thereof in the planning, 
development, operation, and improve¬ 
ment of programs or projects designed to 
meet the special educational and related 
needs of the gifted and talented at the 
preschool, elementary, and secondary 
school levels. 

(20 U.8.0. 1863(c)) 

(b) Requirements. In addition to the 
requirements set forth in $ 160b.3, an ap¬ 
plication for assistance under this sub- 
part shall: 

(1) Provide satisfactory assurance 
that funds paid to the applicant will be 
expended solely to plan, establish, and 
operate programs or projects which: 

(i) Are designed to identify and to 
meet the special educational and related 
needs of gifted and talented children; 
and 


(ii) Are of sufficient size, scope and 
quality to make substantial progress 
toward meeting those needs; 

(20 U.8.C. 1863(c) (2) (A)(1)) 

(2) Set forth such policies and pro¬ 
cedures as are necessary for acquiring 
and disseminating information derived 
from educational research, demonstra¬ 
tion and pilot projects, new educational 
practices and techniques, and the evalu¬ 
ation of the effectiveness of the pro¬ 
gram or project in achieving its purpose ; 
(20 U.S.C. 1863(c) (2) (A) (li)) 

<3> Provide satisfactory assurance 
that, to the extent consistent with the 
number of gifted and talented children 
in the area to be served by the applicant 
who are enrolled in non-public ele¬ 
mentary and secondary schools, provi¬ 
sion will be made for the participation 
of such children in accordance with 
§ 160b.25 of tills part; 

(20 U.S.C. 1863(c) (2) (A) (IU)) 

(4> Set forth a sufficient description 
of the program or project for which as¬ 
sistance is sought to enable Commis¬ 
sioner to make all necessary determina¬ 
tions under this part in order to consider 
and evaluate the application in light of 
the applicable criteria in this part. Ap¬ 
plicants are advised to organize their 
presentations with reference to such 
criteria and to explain how they believe 
the criteria relate to the proposed pro¬ 
gram or project. 

(20 U.S.C. 1863(C)) 

§ J60b.22 Crtttfi to Stale afccnrir*; 

Statewide activities. 

(a) General. Grants under this sub¬ 
part may be made to State educational 
agencies or consortia thereof to assist 
them in planning, establishing, and op¬ 
erating programs or projects which are 
designed to have Statewide impact in 
identifying and meeting the special edu¬ 
cational and related needs of the gifted 
and talented. 

(b) Components. A State educational 
agency applying under this subpart may 
include in a single application com¬ 
ponents Involving; 

(1) A project encompassing Statewide 
activities as described in this subpart 
(“State grant"); 

(2) An inservice teacher training pro¬ 
gram described in subpart D (“training 
component"); and 

(3) One or more local educational 
agency demonstration projects having 
Statewide impact ("local demonstration 
project component"). (Funds for such 
projects shall not supplant any State or 
local funds being expended by the local 
educational agency for the education of 
gifted and talented children and youth). 

(c) Examples. The following list is il¬ 
lustrative (but not exhaustive) of the 
types of Statewide or cooperatively de¬ 
veloped multi-State activities which may 
be assisted under this subpart: 

(1) The provision by a State educa- 
tional agency of developmental and fcecn- 
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deal assistance (through regional area 
service centers or other mechanisms) to 
assist specific local educational agencies 
in carrying out programs or projects to 
meet the special educational and related 
needs of the gifted and talented; 

(2) A survey and assessment to meet 
these needs which currently exist in local 
educational agencies in the State; 

(3) Determination of the need for par¬ 
ticular programs and projects to meet 
these needs as a result of the survey and 
assessment; 

(4) Development of a comprehensive 
plan for serving the gifted and talented 
in local educational agencies in the 
State; 

(5) Provision for a State coordina¬ 
tors) or other official<s) with responsi¬ 
bility for development, improvement, 
coordination, and delivery of other State 
services with respect to programs for the 
gifted and talented in local educational 
agencies; 

(6) Arrangements with local educa¬ 
tional agencies to carry out demonstra¬ 
tion projects at the local educational 
agency level which have Statewide or 
regional impact in meeting the special 
educational and related needs of the 
gifted and talented; 

(7) Statewide competitive scholar¬ 
ships, or student internships for gifted 
and talented children to work with 
mentors; 

(8) The development and implemen¬ 
tation of an inservice training program 
for local educational personnel in the ad¬ 
ministration of appropriate and compre¬ 
hensive methods for the identification 
and education of the gifted and talented 
and assessment of their needs (Subpart 
D. Training of Educators); and 

(9) Other activities of a capacity¬ 
building nature designed to enhance the 
capacity of the State educational agency 
and local educational agencies in the 
State to meet the special educational 
and related needs of the gifted and tal¬ 
ented. 

<d) State educationalagencies. Appli¬ 
cations for assistance under this part 
from State educational agencies must 
demonstrate that the Statewide activities 
for which assistance is requested under 
this subpart will be coordinated with any 
other activities to be carried out by the 
State educational agency under this part, 
including activities under subpart D (re¬ 
lating to training of teachers). 

(e> Methods of operation. A State edu¬ 
cational agency may carry out its func¬ 
tions under an approved application un¬ 
der this subpart directly or through local 
educational agencies. However, a State 
educational agency must maintain ad¬ 
ministrative direction and control with 
respect to any program or project for 
which It is receiving assistance under this 
subpart. 

(f) Notice. It is anticipated that, for 
fiscal year 1976. funds will be available 
to support only a limited number of com¬ 
prehensive Statewide programs under 
this subpart, and funds will be insuffi¬ 
cient to support State educational agency 
projects in all States. Accordingly, only 
those programs or projects will be fund¬ 


ed which meet the requirements of this 
part, and which are highly rated In ac¬ 
cordance with the applicable criteria 
in comparison with all other State appli¬ 
cations submitted. 

(20 U.S.C. 1863(c)) 

§ 160b.23 Grant* to local educational 
agencies; locally based activities. 

(a) General. (1) Grants to local edu¬ 
cational agencies under this subpart will 
be made to assist such agencies in the es¬ 
tablishment or improvement of exem¬ 
plary programs and projects to meet the 
special educational and related needs of 
the gifted and talented at the preschool, 
elementary, and secondary school levels. 
It is anticipated that only a limited num¬ 
ber of exemplary programs or projects 
under this section will be supported in 
the approximate range of $1,000 to 
$20,000 each. (A total of $250,000 of the 
amount available will be initially re¬ 
served for grants under this section). 

(b) Priority. In the approval of appli¬ 
cations and the award of grants under 
this section, priority will be given to pro¬ 
grams or projects (1) which the appli¬ 
cant demonstrates have a significant po¬ 
tential for replicability; or (2) which will 
best serve as a catalyst or stimulus for 
other programs, projects, or activities to 
meet the needs of the gifted and tal¬ 
ented in areas, regions, or States lack¬ 
ing programs or services to meet these 
needs. 

(20 UJS.C. 1863(c), Sen. Rept. No. 93-763. at 
72 (1974)) 

(c) Requirements. In addition to the 
requirements of $ 160b.3 and } 160b.21 
(b), applications for assistance under 
this subpart from a local educational 
agency must: 

(1) Provide satisfactory assurance 
that the application has been submitted 
to the appropriate State educational 
agency for its review and recommenda¬ 
tion no later than the time the applica¬ 
tion has been submitted to the Commis¬ 
sioner. Upon review, the State educa¬ 
tional agency may submit to the Com¬ 
missioner, within 30 days of its receipt of 
a copy of the application, such recom¬ 
mendations as it deems pertinent. 

(20 U.8.C. 1863(C)(2)(B)) 

(2) If the State has a comprehensive 
plan for the education of the gifted and 
talented, set forth a description of how 
the activities proposed to be carried out 
under the proposed program or project 
relate to the State plan; 

(3) If assistance is made available un¬ 
der this project, provide satisfactory 
assurance that provision will be made 
for establishing an advisory committee 
composed of persons broadly representa¬ 
tive of the community in the school dis¬ 
trict or otherwise to be served by the 
program or project, including persons 
representing agencies or other entities 
serving the needs of the gifted and tal¬ 
ented. teachers, administrators, gifted 
students, nonpublic school representa¬ 
tives, and parents of gifted and talented 
children; 

(20 UJS.C. 1231d)) 


(4) In the case of establishment of 
special classes for the gifted and talented 
for the purposes of the program or proj¬ 
ect. provide satisfactory assurance, that 
reassessment will be made of students 
participating in and those not participat¬ 
ing in such classes from time to time, in 
order periodically to redetermine such 
participation. 

(d) Illustrative activities. The follow¬ 
ing types of activities are illustrative of 
the types of activities which may be sup¬ 
ported (in whole or in part) in connec¬ 
tion with programs or projects assisted 
under this section; 

(1) Exemplary programs involving 
comprehensive differentiated education 
or services to meet the special educa¬ 
tional and related needs of the gifted 
and talented; 

(2) Exemplary programs involving op¬ 
portunity for study outside the classroom 
(Including apprenticeships and mentor¬ 
ships) ; 

(3) Exemplary programs of special 
counseling to meet the needs of the gifted 
and talented; 

(4) The provision of postsecondary 
studies at the secondary school level; 

(5) The establishment of special 
classes for gifted and talented children; 
and 

(6) Exemplary programs for special 
target groups of gifted and talented such 
as preschool children, minority group 
children and economically disadvan¬ 
taged. 

(e) Allowable costs. (1) Allowable 
costs for a local exemplary project may 
not include other than incremental costs 
of establishing or operating the project 
(such as salaries for additional staff, and 
special equipment, the purchase and use 
of which is justified in the proposal). 

(2) The cost of facilities, capital as¬ 
sets, and repairs which materially in¬ 
crease the value or useful life of capital 
assets shall be unallowable under this 
section. 

(3) Where appropriate and justified, 
costs for an in-service training element 
for teachers involved in the project may 
be included in the proposal. 

(20 UJ3.C. 1863(c)) 

§ 1606.24 Criteria for evaluation of ap¬ 
plication*. 

In order to achieve the purposes set 
forth in the Act, the Commissioner, In 
determining whether to approve an ap¬ 
plication for a Federal grant and the 
amount of the grant pursuant to this 
subpart will consider, in addition to the 
general requirements in $ 160b.3 the fol¬ 
lowing factors, weighted according to the 
Indicated points; 

(a) All applications. (100 points) The 
general educational and programmatic 
criteria set forth in § 160b.6 of this part. 

(b) State educational agency appli¬ 
cations. (100 points) With respect to 
State educational agency applications: 

(1) (10 points)—The extent to which 
the Statewide or other activities under 
the application will be carried out pur¬ 
suant to a comprehensive State plan for 
Identifying and meeting the special edu- 
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cational and related needs of the gifted 
and talented: 

(2) (20 points)—The likelihood that 
the activities to be carried out under the 
program or project will be sustained and 
expanded by the applicant following the 
expiration of Federal assistance, as 
measured by: 

(i) Evidence of financial and other 
commitment of the applicant to the 
project, and v \ 

(ii> The extent to which the program 
or project is designed to build the ca¬ 
pacity of the applicant to plan, develop, 
operate, improve or assist programs or * 
projects to meet the special educational 
needs of the gifted and talented: 

<3) (20 points)—Evidence of commit¬ 
ment by the State educational agency to 
further the Act’s purposes in the State 
os reflected by such factors as the exist¬ 
ing or planned organizational status 
within the State agency of personnel 
with administrative responsibilities re¬ 
lated to the gifted and talented: 

(4) (10 points)—The extent to which 
the proposed program or project resixmds 
to the needs of existing and planned pro¬ 
grams for the gifted and talented in local 
educational agencies throughout the 
State for developmental and technical 
assistance from the State educational 
agency; 

<5) (20 points)—In the case of State 
projects involving one or more local 
educational agency demonstration proj¬ 
ects, the extent to which the proposed 
model project(s) is significantly and di¬ 
rectly related to the provision of quality 
differentiated educational services and 
activities to the gifted and talented 
throughout the State (in evaluating his 
criterion, the criteria set forth in para¬ 
graph (c) below will be used and given 
weight as follows: (1) (7 points); (2) (4 
points): (3) (3 points); <4) (6 points)). 

(6) (20 points) The comprehensive¬ 
ness and quality of the in-service train¬ 
ing of State educators component in the 
State application. In evaluating this 
factor, the criteria set forth in subpart 
D, § 160b.32 will be used. 

(c) Local educational agency applica¬ 
tions. With respect to local educational 
agency applications (100 points): 

(1) (35 points)—The extent to which 
the proposed program or project, if suc¬ 
cessful. is of an exemplary design in order 
to stimulate the development of pro¬ 
grams or projects to meet the special ed¬ 
ucational or related needs of the gifted 
and talented in school districts in addi¬ 
tion to that of the applicant local educa¬ 
tional agency as reflected by factors such 
as: 

(i) The extent to which the program or 
project is capable of replication; 

(ii) The extent to which the applicant 
has planned for providing developmental 
or technical assistance to non-applicant 
local educational agencies in the State 
with similar problems; 

(iii> The relative cost effectiveness of 
the program or project as to develop¬ 
ment, replication, and utilization by 
others; 


(iv) The extent to which the program 
or project holds promise of providing 
new and innovative approaches to meet¬ 
ing the special educational needs of gift¬ 
ed and talented children; 

(2) (20 points)—The extent to which 
the applicant has developed, with the 
support of concerned parents and com¬ 
munity members, fair, adequate, com¬ 
prehensive, nondlscriminatory and mul¬ 
tiple methods for identifying and select¬ 
ing the gifted and talented children in 
the category to be included in the pro¬ 
posed program or project and assessing 
their educational needs and the means 
for meeting such needs. 

(3) (15 points)—The extent to which 
the proposed program or project provides 
for the integration of, or mutual rein¬ 
forcement between, programs to meet 
the special educational needs of the 
gifted and talented and the regular edu¬ 
cational program of the local educational 
agency (taking into account such factors 
as the degree to which educational bene¬ 
fits or innovations derived from such pro¬ 
gram or project will be communicated 
to or used by teachers, or will be other¬ 
wise infused into, the general instruc¬ 
tional program of the school system). 

(4> (30 points)—The extent to which 
the proposed program is innovative and 
effective enough to provide significant 
educational gains for the gifted and tal¬ 
ented at low cost. 

(20 U.S.O. 1863(C)) 

§ 160b.25 Participation of students in 
non-publit'i schools. 

(a) General. Each program and proj¬ 
ect carried out under Subpart C of this 
part shall, to the extent consistent with 
the number of gifted and talented stu¬ 
dents enrolled in non-public schools in 
the geographic area served by the pro¬ 
gram or project, make available for these 
students any differentiated educational 
services supported under this subpart 
which will meet the special educational 
needs of such students. Each application 
submitted by a State educational agency 
or a local educational agency shall indi¬ 
cate the number of students enrolled in 
nonpublic schools who are expected to 
participate in each program and project 
proposed by such agency and the man¬ 
ner of their expected participation. 

(b) The provision of special educa¬ 
tional services to nonpublic school chil¬ 
dren may Involve such arrangements as 
dual enrollment, educational television, 
or other appropriate services or tech¬ 
niques made available by, and under the 
supervision of, a public agency. 

(c) Avoidance of separate classes. Any 
program or project to be carried out on 
public premises and involving joint par¬ 
ticipation by students enrolled in public 
schools and nonpublic schools shall in¬ 
clude such provisions as are necessary to 
avoid forming classes that are separated 
by school enrollment or religious affilia¬ 
tion, 

(20 U30. 1663(c) (2) (A) (ill)) 


Subpart D—Training of State and Local 
Educators 

§ 160b.31 Grant* for Stale Training 
Project*. 

(a) General . The Commissioner is au¬ 
thorized to make grants to State educa¬ 
tional agencies or consortia thereof for 
training persons engaged or preparing 
to be engaged as teachers or other edu¬ 
cational personnel, or as supervisors iu 
the education of the gifted and talented. 
Applications by these State agencies shall 
indicate whether the programs are to be 
conducted directly by the State educa¬ 
tional agency or through grants by the 
State educational agencies to institutions 
of higher education. 

(b) Priority. (1) If the State submits 
an application under Subpart C and this 
subpart, the request for assistance shall 
be consolidated into a single application 
under Subpart C. Priority will be given 
to these applications. See § 160b.22(b> 
and § 160b.24(b) . 

(2) In the review of applications under 
this subpart, priority will be given to ap¬ 
plications for grants to assist inservlce 
training through such activities as work¬ 
shops during the school year, summer in¬ 
stitutes, part-time university courses, 
and the establishment of area training 
centers. 

(20 U.S.C. 1863(d): Comm. Print. (1972) at 
p. 33) 

§ 160b,32 Criteria for uwards 

In order to achieve the purposes set 
forth in the Act, the Commissioner, in 
determining whether to approve an ap¬ 
plication for a grant and the amount of 
the grant pursuant to this subpart or as 
a component of a State grant under Sub¬ 
part C, will consider the criteria in 
5 160b.6 (100 points) and the following 
criteria, weighted as indicated: (20 
points) 

(a) General. (1) (3 points) The extent 
to which the program, project, or activity 
demonstrates evidence of substantial 
commitment to continuation of training 
activities beyond the funding period: 

(2) (2 points) The extent to which the 
application is coordinated with a State 
agency application under Subpart C to 
provide a training component in the pro¬ 
vision of planning or developing pro¬ 
grams for the gifted and talented in the 
State. 

(b) Activities. (1) (2 points) The ex¬ 
tent to which the project, program, or 
activity is concentrated upon partici¬ 
pants who will actively serve in school 
systems in teaching or supervising the 
education of the gifted and talented. 

(2) (3 points) The extent to which the 
proposed project is, or contributes to, an 
on-going training program which is of 
a scope to produce long-range and last¬ 
ing changes in the education of the 
gifted and talented, e.g„ conferences 
will be supported only when they are 
part of a more extensive training pro¬ 
gram. 

(3) (2 points) The extent to which the 
application, if it proposes summer tn- 
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statutes or workshops, also proposes one 
or more fofiow-up sessions beyond the 
training that Is Federally supported. 

(c) Resource Management. (1) (3 

points) The extent to which the applica¬ 
tion proposes utilizing as staff or con¬ 
sultants persons currently engaged in 
directing or providing service through 
differentiated education or services for 
gifted and talented students, or who have 
recognized expertise in the field of 
specialization related to the education 
of the gifted and talented, such as re¬ 
searchers, teacher trainers, and super¬ 
visors. 

(2) (1 point) The extent to which an 
applicant State educational agency 
which proposes to conduct its training 
program through an institution of higher 
education will coordinate and make 
available all State resources necessary 
to enhance the quality and effectiveness 
of the training. 

(d) Selection of participants. (1) (2 
points) The extent to which the appli¬ 
cation indicates that the participants to 
be t rained not only show promise of being 
successful teachers, or supervisors in the 
education of the gifted and talented, but 
also have a commitment from their local 
school districts to work in this educa¬ 
tional field upon completion of their 
training. 

(2) (2 points) The extent to which the 
application indicates that the partici¬ 
pants have been chosen on the basis of 
past performance or assessed potential 
through the use of specified appropriate 
indices. 

(20 U.8.C. 1863(d)) 

§ I00b.33 Allowable co«Ih. 

Grants under this subpart may be used 
for allowable costs in accordance with 
§ 160b.7 for carrying out such training 
and where such training is carried out 
by an educational institution, may in¬ 
clude provision for tuition and fees. 

(20 U.8.C. 1863(d)) 

Subpart E—Leadership Personnel 
Training 

§ 160b.41 Grant** for leadership pertfon- 
nel training. 

(a) Purpose. The Commissioner Is au¬ 
thorized to make grants to assist pro¬ 
grams involving specialized or Intensive 
training for leadership personnel (as de¬ 
fined in § 160b.2) in the education of the 
gifted and talented children and youth. 

<b) Eligible parties. Parties eligible for 
assistance under this subpart are insti¬ 
tutions of higher education or other ap¬ 
propriate non-profit institutions or 
agencies. 

(20 U.S.C. 1863(e) ) 

§ 1OOh.42 Grant activities. 

( a) General. Assistance under this 
subpart is available for activities de¬ 
signed to carry out the purposes of 
§ 160b.41. 

<b) Priorities. Priority in the award of 
assistance under this subpart will be 
given to training programs in the fol¬ 
lowing categories: 


(1) A graduate training program de¬ 
signed to train a limited number of ex¬ 
ceptional leaders In the field of educa¬ 
tion of the gifted and talented for service 
In this field throughout the Nation as 
described in § 160b.43 (“graduate train¬ 
ing program for leadership personnel”); 

(2) A program providing for a train¬ 
ing institute for leadership personnel of 
actual and potential stature throughout 
the Nation in the education of the gifted 
and talented as described in § 160b.44 
(“training institute for the gifted and 
talented"); and, 

(3) Programs providing for specialized 
internships for actual and potential lead¬ 
ership personnel throughout the Nation 
in the education of the gifted and tal¬ 
ented. as described in § 160b.45 (“intern¬ 
ships”). 

(c) It is anticipated that, for Fiscal 
Year 1976, a single grant award will be 
made in each of the above categories. 

(20 UJS.C. 1863(e)) 

§ 160b.43 Graduate training program 
for leadership personnel. 

Applications to carry out a train¬ 
ing program for the development of 
leaders in the education of the gifted 
and talented shall set forth a program 
which: 

(a) Provides intensive training (in¬ 
cluding graduate courses and practi- 
cums) concentrating on specific prob¬ 
lems or areas of concern relating to the 
education of the gifted and talented; 

(b) Includes adequate procedures for 
the selection of persons of potentially 
outstanding leadership ability in the edu¬ 
cation of the gifted and talented as par¬ 
ticipants in such program; 

<c) Provides an opportunity, as part 
of such graduate training, for prac¬ 
tical experience through an internship 
of not less than one semester in dura¬ 
tion with a local, State or Federal agency 
or other public or private agency for 
which academic credit is given; 

(d) Provides that the individual re¬ 
ceiving training may obtain academic 
credit towards a degree for courses taken 
at institutions of higher education other 
than the one at which the participant 
is matriculated. Where several institu¬ 
tions of higher education are combined 
in a consortium, it is expected that the 
course of study will involve rotation 
among them; and 

(e) Provides that each participant will 
develop, design, and complete a project 
designed to contribute to the improve¬ 
ment of education for the gifted and 
talented. 

(20 U.8.C. 1863(c)) 

§ 160b.44 Training institute for gifted 
and talented. 

Applications for a grant under this 
subpart to support the establishment 
and operation of a leadership personnel 
training institute for the education of 
the gifted and talented must demon¬ 
strate that the program for which as¬ 
sistance is requested will: 

(a) Provide technical assistance and 
coordination services for short-term, in¬ 


tensive training institutes for leadership 
personnel carried out at the local level; 

(b) Involve the conduct of periodic 
workshops and conferences on topics of 
importance in the education of the gifted 
and talented such as the culturally dif¬ 
ferent gifted, the creative child, the af¬ 
fective development of the gifted child, 
the impact of the gifted child on his or 
her family;- 

(c) Arrange for the short-term train¬ 
ing of teams of leadership personnel 
from local agencies or other appropriate 
public or private agencies or institutions 
or from organizations having nation¬ 
wide impact on the education of the 
gifted and talented; 

(d) Develop training materials for use 
by State and local educational agencies, 
schools, parent groups, and others re¬ 
lating to leadership in the education of 
the gifted and talented; and 

(e) Provide a communication network 
for leadership personnel. 

(20 US.C. 1863(f)) 

§ 160b. 15 Internship*. 

(a) General. Assistance may be made 
available as part of a program carried 
out under § 160b.43, or § 160b.44 or un¬ 
der this section to support the provision 
of internships to train leaders or poten¬ 
tial leaders in the education of the gifted 
and talented in local. State, or Federal 
agencies or other public or private agen¬ 
cies or institutions. These internships 
must offer unique opportunities for pro¬ 
fessional growth in serving the educa¬ 
tional needs of the gifted and talented. 

(b) Use of funds. Grant funds made 
available for internships under this sub¬ 
part may be used for compensation for 
the interns In accordance with § 160b.7 
<d). 

(20 U.S.C. 1863(f)) 

§ 1601>.46 Criteria for award*. 

In addition to determining that an ap¬ 
plication under this subpart has met the 
applicable requirements of $ 160b.3, the 
Commissioner will evaluate the applica¬ 
tion in accordance with the educational 
and programmatic criteria in § 160b 6 
(100 points) and the following criteria; 

(a) General. (50 points) The extent to 
which: 

(1) The proposed training will provide 
a variety of experience, practical as well 
as academic (10 points); 

(2) The proposed training will be of 
sufficient scope, quality, and duration to 
produce long-range and lasting changes 
(5 points); 

(3) Provision is made for follow-up 
training after the initial training has 
ended (10 points); 

(4) Participants are chosen on the 
basis of exceptional potential for suc¬ 
cessful leadership in advancing the edu¬ 
cation of the gifted and talented as evi¬ 
denced by demonstrated ability, past per¬ 
formance, and assessed potential (15 
points); and 

(5) The quality of the training pro¬ 
gram (as evidenced by the experience 
and background of the proposed staff and 
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the plan for conducting the training) Is 
exemplary in nature (10 points); 

(b) Graduate training program for 
leadership personnel. 

In the case of applications to carry out 
a program under 5 160b.43, the following 
factors will be considered (50 points). 
The extent to which: 

(1) (i) The activities are Integrated 
Into a total academic program for par¬ 
ticipant trainees, and 

(ii) Provision is made for experienced 
advisors to work as mentors with the 
trainees at their academic institutions 
as well as during internship and academ¬ 
ic or practicum work experiences at 
other institutions or locations (20 
points); 

(2) The training involves a practicum 
adequately designed to give participants 
experiential knowledge both in identify¬ 
ing or teaching the gifted and talented, 
and in administering programs for the 
gifted and talented (20 points); 

(3) In the case of consortia, there is 
evidence that the written agreement 
among the participating institutions per¬ 
mits participants who have enrolled at 
one institution to attend or participate 
(for academic credit) in the courses, 
programs, seminars, or other Instruc¬ 
tional offerings, of any of the other 
participating institutions, Including the 
experience gained during internships (10 
points); 

(c) Training institute for gifted and 
talented. 

In the case of applications under 
§160b.44, the following factors will be 
considered (50 points). The extent to 
which: 

(1) The applicant possesses excep¬ 
tional capability in carrying out training 
programs for the education of the gifted 
and talented (8 points); 

(2) The applicant has resources to in¬ 
stitute and maintain a nationwide com¬ 
munications network among those it 
trains or serves (8 points); 

(3) The applicant has generated re¬ 
sources and outside support for its ac¬ 
tivities (5 points) 

(4) The application demonstrates po¬ 
tential to organize and conduct confer¬ 
ences and institutes to train practitioners 
(teachers, parents, administrators, coun¬ 
selors. gifted students, and others) to 
better serve gifted and talented youth (8 
points); 

(5) The applicant demonstrates a 
capacity to provide developmental as¬ 
sistance to State educational agencies 
and local educational agencies and Is 
able to employ this capacity in its train¬ 
ing program (7 points); 

(6) There is evidence of commitment 
to provide training through Internships 
under this subpart (3 points); 

(7) The applicant demonstrates a 
capacity to disseminate its products to 
practitioners in the field of the gifted 
and talented (4 points); and 

(8) Evidence of experience in or po¬ 
tential for providing developmental and 
technical assistance to State educational 
agenlces. local educational agencies, 
parent groups and other special target 
groups such as minority groups, urban 
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education systems, isolated educational 
groups, etc. (7 points). 

(20U.S.C. 1863(e)) 

(d) Internships. In the case of intern¬ 
ships under 5 160b.45, the following fac¬ 
tors will be considered (50 points). The 
extent to which: 

(1) The agencies at which the interns 
are to be placed have made, or have the 
potential to make, a positive contribu¬ 
tion to the education of the gifted and 
talented and are committed to doing so 
(10 points); 

(2) The organization administering 
the intern program has a commitment to 
helping the interns to be suitably placed 
in their work experiences with mentors 
to guide them (12 points); 

(3) The organization proposing to ad¬ 
minister the intern program, because of 
evident potential to manage successful 
internship programs training educational 
leaders, has the capacity to manage the 
proposed program with a minimum or¬ 
ganizational overhead (15 points); 

(4) The agencies or institutions with 
which the injterns will be placed have 
mounted, or will mount, programs on 
behalf of the gifted and talented in 
which the interns will be assigned mean¬ 
ingful participation (13 points). 

Subpart F—Model Projects 
§ 1606.51 Contracts for model projects. 

(a) The Commissioner is authorized 
to enter into contracts with public and 
private agencies and organizations to 
establish and operate model projects. 
These model projects shall involve a pro¬ 
gram of activities as defined in $ 160b.53, 
which is targeted toward a special cate¬ 
gory of the gifted and talented (such as 
bilingual, early childhood, handicapped, 
educationally disadvantaged, migratory, 
rural, native American, or culturally 
different). 

(b) Funds available for the support of 
model projects may not exceed 15 per¬ 
cent of the total amount expended under 
the program in any fiscal year. 

(20 UJ3.C. 1863(g)) 

§ 160b.52 Eligible applicant*. 

(a) From funds reserved under the 
provision of subsection (g) of the Act, 
the Commissioner may enter into con¬ 
tracts with any public or private agency 
to establish or operate a model project 
which embodies all or most of the ele¬ 
ments of such a project as defined in 
5 160b.53. 

(b) The Commissioner may from time 
to time issue requests for proposals 
(RFP) to establish a model project as 
described in the specifications for such 
a proposal. 

(20 U.S.C. 1863(g)) 

§ 160b.53 Elements of a model project. 

A model project shall include the 
following elements: 

(a) It must be targeted to identify 
and to meet the specific needs (through 
differentiated sendees as defined in 
§ 160b.2) of a particular sub-group of the 
gifted and talented as referred In 


§ 160b.51, in such areas as career educa¬ 
tion, bilingual education, early childhood 
education, the education of the handi¬ 
capped, the educationally disadvantaged 
(such as migrant children and youth, 
urban poor and rural youth), the cul¬ 
turally different (such as ethnic minori¬ 
ties, Indians, and Eskimos), and others: 

(b) It must demonstrate thorough 
knowledge of existing research practices 
and theory in the education of the gifted 
and talented in general and the defined 
sub-group in particular; 

(c) It must show unique relation to the 
target population to be addressed and 
speak to needs critical to this group; 

(d) It must demonstrate awareness of 
and optimal use of available resources, 
human and material, on local. State, 
regional, or national levels, including 
resources of allied fields; 

(e) It must employ models and 
strategies which can be generalized by 
such means as multi-media packages for 
dissemination to similar target popula¬ 
tions and are designed for replication in 
whole or in part; 

(f) It must employ applied research 
and measurement methods with provi¬ 
sion for formative and summative 
evaluation; 

(g) It must make provision for site 
visits, demonstrations, and dissemina¬ 
tion of program Information to the pub¬ 
lic, including workshops or conferences 
for this purpose; and 

(h) It must demonstrate contributions 
and input from parents of target group 
students and concerned community or¬ 
ganizations. 

(20 U.S.C. 1863(g)) 

§ 160b.54 Criteria for awards. 

In reviewing proposals for contracts 
under this subpart, the Commissioner 
will consider requirements and criteria 
set out in 3 160b.3 and the following: 

(a) Project design. (1) The extent the 
proposal demonstrates an innovative ap¬ 
proach to the education of a targeted 
group of the gifted and talented; 

(2) The extent to which the proposal 
exhibits elements of a model project set 
out in § 160b.53; 

(b) Needs assessment. The extent to 
which the proposal delineates the ex¬ 
istence of special educational needs for a 
targeted segment of the gifted and tal¬ 
ented and proposes to meet those needs; 

(c) Statement of objectives. The ex¬ 
tent to which the proposal sets forth 
measurable objectives for the model 
project in relation to the identified needs 
of the targeted group of students which 
are realistically attainable within the 
limits of the award and the available 
resources. 

(d) Resource management. The ex¬ 
tent to which the proposal demonstrates 
that: 

(1) Currently available resources will 
be integrated into the project; and 

(2) The portion of project costs to be 
funded by the Federal government is 
reasonable In order to attain the ex¬ 
pected benefits. 

(e) Staffing. The extent to which the 
background, training, and experience of 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 89—THURSDAY. MAY 6, 1976 





RULES AND REGULATIONS 


18673 


the staff is relevant to engaging in the (h) Replicability. The extent to which 
education of the gifted and talented and the model project is cost effective in 
particularly relevant to the needs of the terms of the Federal investment therein 
targeted group. and would be replicable by others with¬ 

al Coordination. The extent to which out extensive investment; and 
( 1) the model project will provide a dem- (i) Dissemination. The extent to which 
onstration element for other school per- the proposed project demonstrates a sub- 
sonnel both public and private interested stantial commitment of monetary and 
in the education of the gifted and tal- human resources for the purpose of :<1) 
ented, and (2) the extent to which the organizing final results and products in 
model project can accommodate the exportable form; and (2> providing 
services of and provide experience for training opportunities for personnel 
interns as authorized under Subpart E. from other agencies and institutions de- 
fg) Evaluation. The extent to which siring to utilize a similar model or pro- 
tlie proposal provides for periodic self- S rain - 
evaluation, the results of which will in- <20 ujs.c. 1863(g)) 

lluence the further thrust of the project; |FR Doc. 76-13066 Piled 6-5-76,8:45 am] 

Title 7—Agriculture 

CHAPTER I—AGRICULTURE MARKETING SERVICE (STANDARDS, INSPECTION. 
MARKETING PRACTICES), DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

PART 52—PROCESSED FRUITS AND VEGETABLES, PROCESSED PRODUCTS 
THEREOF, AND CERTAIN OTHER PROCESSED FOOD PRODUCTS 

United States Standards for Grades; Correction 

FR ^ Do S‘rpublished at page 15022 in the issue dated Friday, April 9, 
1976, under §52.3314, the following entries in the Brix designations and Brix meas¬ 
urements table are corrected to read as follows: 

§ 52.3314 Liquid oicilia ami Brix measurement)''. 

(a) • • • 

Brix 

4 w a Designations _ measurements 

Extra heavy Blrup; ’ or “Extra heavily sweetened fruit Juice (s) 27* or more but not 

and water;” or “Extra heavily sweetened fruit Julce(s)." more than 36 • 

“Heavy sirup;*' or “Heavily sweetened fruit Julce(s) and water; 20* or more but less 
or “Heavily sweetened fruit Juice(s) .** than 37-. 

"Light sirup;” or •'Lightly sweetened fruit julce(s) and water;" 16* or more but less 
or "Lightly sweetened fruit Julcc(e)." than 20*. 

"Slightly sweetened water;” or “Extra light sirup;” or “Slighth u* OT more but lees 
sweetened fruit juice(s) and water;” or “Slightly sweetened than 15* 
fruit Julce(s)." 

- : --*.-.. Not applicable 

In fruit Juice(s) and water” __ j 

Tn fruit Juice (a) ” ... Do" 

Dated: April 30,1976. 

Donald E. Wilkinson, 

|FR Doc.76-13172 Piled 6-6-76;8:46 am] , AaministratoT * 


1976, totaled 4,252 carlots. The Lower 
minimum grade requirement specified 
for shipments of pink seedless grapefruit 
is consistent with the external appear¬ 
ance of and demand for such grapefruit 
by fresh market outlets. For the sea¬ 
son through April 25, 1976, fresh ship¬ 
ments of Florida grapefruit totaled 
33.177 carlots. 

(3) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con¬ 
trary to the public interest to give pre¬ 
liminary notice, engage in public rule- 
making procedure, and postpone the ef¬ 
fective date of these amendments until 
30 days after publication thereof In the 
Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 553) in that 
the time intervening between the date 
when information upon which these 
amendments are based became available 
and the time when these amendments 
must become effective in order to effectu¬ 
ate the declared policy of the act is insuf¬ 
ficient; and these amendments Lower re¬ 
quirements applicable to the handling of 
Temple oranges and pink seedless grape¬ 
fruit grown In Florida. 

Order. 1. The provisions of paragraph 
<a) (5) and paragraph (b) (5> of § 905.560 
< Orange Regulation 74; 40 F.R. 42318 
49785, 54420, 58446; 41 F.R. 3282, 12215. 
15829) are amended to read as follows: 

§ 905.560 Orange Regulation 74. 

(a> * • • 

(5) Any Temple oranges, grown In the 
production area, w'hich do not grade at 
least U.S. No. 2: 

• • ♦ —• • • 

<b) ♦ * • 

(5) Any Temple oranges, grown in the 
production area, which do not grade at 
least U.S. No. 2; 

♦ • • t • 

2. The provisions of paragraph (a)(3) 
and paragraph (b) (3) of § 905.563 
<Grapefruit Regulation 76; 40 F.R. 42317 
49785, 54420, 58446; 41 F.R. 15829) are 
amended to read as follows: 


lOrange Regs. 74, 76; Arndts. 7, and 5] 

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET¬ 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE¬ 
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 


PART 905—ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES, AND TANGELOS GROWN 
IN FLORIDA 


Grade Requirements 

Amendment 7 to Regulation 74 lowers 
the minimum grade requirements ap¬ 
plicable to domestic and export ship¬ 
ments of Florida Temple oranges to U.S. 
No. 2 on April 30, 1976. Amendment 6 to 
Regulation 76 lowers the minim um grade 
requirements applicable to domestic and 
export shipments of pink seedless grape- 
U,s< No - 2 R ussett on April 30, 
1976. The specification of such lower 
minimum grade requirements for Florida 
lemple oranges and pink seedless grape¬ 
fruit is necessary to satisfy the demand 
for such fruit. The amended regulations 
recognize the quality of much of the 
remple oranges and pink seedless grape- 
h uit remaining for fresh shipment from 
the production area. 
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Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market¬ 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 905, as amended (7 CFR Part 905), 
regulating the handling of oranges, 
grapefruit, tangerines, and tangelos 
grown in Florida, effective under the ap¬ 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
committees established under the afore¬ 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available informa¬ 
tion, it is hereby found that the require¬ 
ments applicable to Temple oranges and 
pink seedless grapefruit, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. 

(2) These amendments reflect the De¬ 
partment’s appraisal of the current and 
prospective demand for Florida Temple 
oranges by domestic and export outlets. 
The lower minimum grade requirement 
specified for domestic and export ship¬ 
ments of Temple oranges is necessary to 
satisfy the demand for such fruit during 
the period of seasonally reduced supply. 
Fresh shipments of Florida Temple 
oranges for the season through April 25, 
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§ 905.563 Grapefruit Kegutalion 76. 

(a) • • • 

(3) Any seedless grapefruit, other 

than pink seedless grapefruit, grown in 
the production area, which do not grade 
at least Improved No. 2, or any pink 
seedless grapefruit which do not grade 
at least U.S. No. 2 Russet; or 

• ♦ * • • 

(to) ♦ • • 

(3) Any seedless grapefruit, other 

than pink seedless grapefruit, grown in 
the production area, which do not grade 
at least Improved No. 2, or any pink 
seedless grapefruit which do not grade at 
least U.S. No. 2 Russet; or 

• • • • • 

(Sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended: 7 V 8.C 

601-674) 

Dated, April 30. 1976, to become effec¬ 
tive April 30,1976. 

Charles R. Bradbr, 
Deputy Director , Fruit and 
Vegetable Division , Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

|FR Doc.76-13109 Filed 6-6-76:8:46 am] 
i, 1976 
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[Grapefruit Reg. 16—Amdt. 3| 

PART 944—FRUITS; IMPORT 
REGULATIONS 

Minimum Grade Requirement for Imports 
of Pink Seedless Grapefruit 

Tills amendment lowers the minimum 
grade requirement applicable to im¬ 
ported pink seedless grapefruit to U.S. 
No. 2 Russet on April 30, 1976. The re¬ 
quirement is the same as that applicable 
to grapefruit produced In Florida and 
regulated pursuant to Marketing Order 
No. 905. 

This amendment is consistent with 
8ection 8e of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674). This section requires 
that whenever specified commodities, in¬ 
cluding grapefruit, are regulated under 
a federal marketing order, imports of 
that commodity must meet the same or 
comparable grade, size, quality or 
maturity requirements as those in effect 
for the domestically produced com¬ 
modity. This regulation fixes the same 
minimum grade requirement on imported 
pink seedless grapefruit as is effective 
under Marketing Order No. 905. as 
amended (7 CFR Part 905), regulating 
the handling of oranges, grapefruit, 
tangerines, and tangelos grown in 
Florida. 

Order . In § 944.112 (Grapefruit Regu¬ 
lation 16; 40 F.R. 42529, 49787; 41 F.R. 
15829) the provisions of paragraph (a) 
are amended to read as follows: 

§ 914.1 12 Grapefruit Regulation 16. 

(a> • * • 

(1) Seeded grapefruit shall grade at 

least U.S. No. 1 and be of a size not 
smaller than 3-2/16 inches in diameter 
except that a tolerance for seeded grape¬ 
fruit smaller than such minimum size 
shall be permitted as specified in § 51.761 
of the Unitd Stats Standards for Grades 
of Florida Grapefruit: / 

(2) Seedless grapefruit, other than pink 
seedless grapefruit, shall grade at least 
Improved No. 2 (“Improved No. 2“ shall 
mean grapefruit grading at least U.S. No. 
2 and also meeting the requirements of 
the U.8. No. 1 grade as to shape (form) 
and color), and pink seedless grapefruit 
shall grade at least U.S. No. Russet; and 

(3) Seedless grapefruit, other than 
pink seedless grapefruit, shall be of a 
size not smaller than 3-9/16 inches in 
diameter, and pink seedless grapefruit 
shall be of a size not smaller than 3-5/16 
inches in diameter, except that a toler¬ 
ance for seedless grapefruit smaller than 
such minimum sizes shall be permitted 
as specified in § 51.761 of the United 
States Standards for Grades of Florida 
Grapefruit. 

• * ♦ * • 

It is hereby found that it is impractica¬ 
ble. unnecessary, and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rulemaking procedure, 
and postpone the effective time of this 
amendment beyond that hereinafter 
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specified (5 U.S.C. 553) in that (a> the 
requirements of this amended import 
regulation are imposed pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 8e of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674), which makes such regu¬ 
lation mandatory; (b) this amendment 
fixes the same requirement for imports of 
pink seedless grapefruit as is applicable 
under amended Grapefruit Regulation 
76 (§ 905.563) to the shipment of pink 
seedless grapefruit grown in Florida; and 
(c) this amendment lowers the minimum 
grade requirement applicable to import¬ 
ed pink seedless grapefruit. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
001-674) 

Dated: April 30,1976, to become effec¬ 
tive April 30, 1976. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service . 

[FR Doc.70-13108 Filed 5-5~76;8:45 am| 


| Navel Orange Regulation 379 J 

PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES GROWN IN 

ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART OF 

CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

This regulation fixes the quantity of 
Califomia-Arizona Navel oranges that 
may be shipped to fresh market during 
the w'eekly regulation period May 7-13, 
1976. It is Issued pursuant to the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended, and Marketing Order No. 
907. The quantity of Navel oranges so 
fixed was arrived at after consideration 
of the total available supply of Navel 
oranges, the quantity currently available 
for market, the fresh market demand for 
Navel oranges, Navel orange prices, and 
the relationship of season average re¬ 
turns to the parity price for Navel 
oranges. 

§ 907.679 Navel Orange Regulation 379. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar¬ 
keting agreement, as amended, and Or¬ 
der No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part 
907), regulating the handling of Navel 
oranges grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California, effective under the ap¬ 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations and 
information submitted by the Navel 
Orange Administrative Committee, es¬ 
tablished under the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is here¬ 
by found that the limitation of handling 
of such Navel oranges, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. 

(2) The need for this regulation to 
limit the respective quantities of Navel 
oranges that may be marketed from Dis¬ 
trict 1. District 2, and District 3 during 
the ensuing week stems from the produc¬ 


tion and marketing situation confront¬ 
ing the Navel orange industry. 

(!) The committee has submitted its 
recommendation with respect to the 
quantities of Navel oranges that should 
be marketed during the next succeeding 
week. Such recommendation, designed to 
provide equity of marketing opportunity 
to handlers in all districts, resulted from 
consideration of the factors enumerated 
in the order. The committee further re¬ 
ports that the fresh market demand for 
Navel oranges is fair to slow depending 
on the grade of the fruit. Prices f.o.b. 
averaged $3.12 a carton on a reported 
sales volume of 1,133 carlots last week, 
compared with an average f.o.b. price of 
$3.12 per cartojn and sales of 1,132 car- 
lots a week earlier. Track and rolling sup¬ 
plies at 580 cars were down 50 cars from 
last w'eek. 

(ii) Having considered the recom¬ 
mendation and information submitted by 
the committee, and other available infor¬ 
mation. the Secretary finds that the re¬ 
spective quantities of Navel oranges 
which may be handled should be fixed 
as hereinafter set forth. 

(3) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, en¬ 
gage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be¬ 
tween the date w T hen information upon 
which this regulation is based became 
available and the time this regulation 
must become effective in order to effec¬ 
tuate the declared policy of the act is 
insufficient, and a reasonable time is per¬ 
mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the pro¬ 
visions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open meet¬ 
ing during the current week, after giving 
due notice thereof, to consider supply and 
market conditions for Navel oranges and 
the need for regulation; interested per¬ 
sons were afforded an o~»~>rtunity to sub¬ 
mit information and views at this meet¬ 
ing; the recommendation and supporting 
information for regulation, including its 
effective time, are identical with the 
aforesaid recommendation of the com¬ 
mittee, and information concerning such 
provisions and effective time has been 
disseminated among handlers of such 
Navel oranges; it is necessary, in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act, to make this regulation effective dur¬ 
ing the period herein specified; and com¬ 
pliance with this regulation will not re¬ 
quire any special preparation on the part 
of persons subject hereto which cannot 
be completed on or before the effective 
date hereof. Such committee meeting was 
held on May 4, 1976. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti¬ 
ties of Navel oranges grown in Arizona 
and designated part of California which 
may be handled during the period May 7, 
1976, through May 13, 1976, are hereby 
fixed as follows; 
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<i) District 1: 943,000 cartons; 

<ii) District 2: 207.000 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement.’' 
(2) As used in this section, "handled,’* 
"District 1” "District 2." "District 3,” 
and "carton” have the same meaning as 
when used in said amended marketing 
agreement and order. 

(Sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: May 5, 1976. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Director . Fruit and Vegetable 
Division , Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Service. 

IFR Doc.76-13461 Piled 5-5-76:11:67 am) 
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proposed rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed Issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 
these notices Is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms 
[ 27 CFR Part 201 ] 

| Notice No. 296] 

DISTILLED SPIRITS PLANTS 
Registration Applications 

The Director, Bureau of Alcohol, To¬ 
bacco and Firearms, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury or his 
delegate, is considering rulemaking with 
respect to 27 CFR Part 201. The purpose 
of the proposed amendments is to relax 
the provisions relating to submission of 
supporting information in connection 
with applications for registration of dis¬ 
tilled spirits plants. The present pro- 
vsions include a requirement for the sub¬ 
mission of certified extracts or digests 
of corporate minutes, showing election 
of officers and directors. The proposed 
amendments would change this to a re¬ 
quirement for the submission of a certi¬ 
fied list of officers and directors, showing 
their names and addresses. The purpose 
of this change would be to eliminate the 
unnecessary paperwork incident to sub¬ 
mission of certified extracts or digests 
of corporate minutes. The present re¬ 
quirement is a burden upon the distilled 
spirits industry which is greater than the 
corresponding requirements placed upon 
other regulated industries. Corporate 
wineries and breweries, for example, are 
only required to submit lists showing the 
names and addresses of their officers and 
directors. It is felt that, in the case of 
distilled spirits plants, a certified list 
will provide adequate safeguards against 
falsification of the names and addresses 
of the corporate officers and directors. 

Interested persons who wish to partic¬ 
ipate in the making of the proposed rules 
are invited to submit written comments 
or suggestions, in duplicate, to the Direc¬ 
tor, Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms, Washington, D.C. 20226 (Attn: 
Chief, Regulations and Procedures Divi¬ 
sion) on or before June 7, 1976. 

Written comments or suggestions 
which are not exempt from disclosure 
by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms may be inspected by any per¬ 
son upon compliance with 27 CFR 71.22. 
The provisions of 27 CFR 71.31 (b) shall 
apply with respect to designation of por¬ 
tions of comments or suggestions as ex¬ 
empt from disclosure. Any person sub¬ 
mitting comments or suggestions who de¬ 
sires an opportunity to comment orally 
at a public hearing on these proposed 
regulations should submit his/her re¬ 
quest, in writing, to the Director with 
the 30-day period. 


In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend the regulations in 27 
CFR 201.148 and 201.163b. The proposed 
regulations are to be issued under the 
authority contained in 26 U.S.C. 7805 
(68A Stat. 917). 

(1) The regulations in 27 CFR 201.148 
are amended to replace the requirement 
for submission of certified extracts or 
digests of corporate minutes, showing 
election of officers and directors, with a 
requirement for the submission of a cer¬ 
tified list of officers and directors, show¬ 
ing their names and addresses. Subsec¬ 
tion (a) (4) is amended, subsections (a) 
(6) and (a) (8) are deleted, and the other 
subsections are re-numbered according¬ 
ly. As amended, the pertinent parts of 
§ 201.148 read as follows: 

§ 201.148 Organisational document*. 

• » • • ♦ 

(a> Corporate documents. 

0 0 0 0 * 

(4) Certified list of directors and of¬ 
ficers, showing their names and 

addresses. 

(5) Certified true copy of bylaws. 

(6) Certified extracts or digests of 
minutes of meetings of board of directors, 
authorizing certain individuals to sign 
for the corporation. 

(7) Statement showing the number of 
shares of each class of stock or other 
evidence of ownership, authorized and 
outstanding, the par value thereof, and 
the voting rights of the respective own¬ 
ers or holders. 

0 0 0 0 0 

(2.) Section 201.163b is amended to 
add a requirement that any application 
for amended registration on Form 2607, 
filed because of a change in the officers, 
must be accompanied by a new certified 
list of such officers. Also, the term, 
“assistant regional director" Is replaced 
by the term “regional director". As 
amended, 5 201.163b reads as follows: 

§ 201.163b Changes in officers. 

Where there is any change In the list 
of officers furnished under the provisions 
of 5 201.148(a)(4), the proprietor shall 
submit, within 10 days of any such 
change, an application on Form 2607 for 
amended registration, supported by a new 
certified list of officers and a statement 
of the changes reflected in such list: 
Provided, That, where the operations 
of a distilled spirits plant are conducted 
pursuant to an operating permit, but not 
a basic permit, the regional director may 
extend to 30 days the time within which 
applications for amended registration to 
cover such changes in officers shall be 


filed. Where the proprietor has shown to 
the satisfaction of the regional director 
that certain corporate officers listed on 
the original application have no respon¬ 
sibilities in connection with the opera¬ 
tions covered by the registration, the re¬ 
gional director may waive the require¬ 
ments for submitting applications for 
amended registration to cover changes in 
such corporate officers. 

(Sec. 6171. 8172, Pub. L. 85-869. 72 Stat. 1349 
(20 UBjC. 5171. 6172)) 

Signed : April 7.1976. 

Rex D. Davis, 
Director 

Approved: April 20, 1976. 

David R. Macdonald, 

Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury . 

|PR Doc.76-13133 Piled 6-fr-76;8:45 anil 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 
[ 25 CFR Part 221 ] 

FLATHEAD IRRIGATION PROJECT 

Proposed Operation and Maintenance 
Rates 

This notice is published in exercise of 
authority delegated by the Secretary of 
the Interior to the Commissioner of In¬ 
dian Affairs by 230 DM 2 (32 Fit. 13938 », 
and by virtue of the authority delegated 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
to the Area Director (10 BIAM-3 ; 34 
F.R. 637), and by authority delegated 
to the Project Engineer and to the 
Superintendent by the Area Director 
June 1, 1969, Release 10-2, 10 BIAM 7.0. 
sections 2.70-2.75. 

Notice is hereby given that it is pro¬ 
posed to revise 5 221.24, 221.26. and 
221.28, Subchapter T, Chapter 1, of Title 
25 of the Code of Federal Regulations. 
This revision is proposed pursuant to the 
authority contained in the Acts of Au¬ 
gust 1. 1914 (38 Stat. 583), May 18. 1916 
(39 Stat. 142), and March 7, 1928 (45 
Stat. 210). 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
establish the lump sum assessments 
against the Flathead. Mission, and Jocko 
Valley Irrigation Districts within the 
Flathead Irrigation Project for the 1977 
season. 

Since this revision will change the 
basic rate of operation and maintenance 
charges of lands within an Irrigation 
District, public comment and expression 
are deemed advisable. Accordingly, in¬ 
terested persons may submit written 
comments, suggestions, or arguments 
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with respect to the proposed amendment 
to the Project Engineer, Flathead Ir¬ 
rigation Project St. Ignatius, Montana. 
59865, on or before June 7, 1976. 

Sections 221.24, 221.26, and 221.28 are 
amended to read as follows: 

§221.24 Charges. 

Pursuant to a contract executed by the 
Flathead Irrigation District, Flathead 
Indian Irrigation Project, Montana, on 
May 12, 1928, as supplemented and 
amended by later contracts dated Feb¬ 
ruary 27,1929, March 28,1934. August 26, 
1936, and April 5. 1950, there is hereby 
fixed for the season of 1977 an assess¬ 
ment of $424,210.24 for the operation and 
maintenance of the irrigation system 
which serves that portion of the project 
within the confines and under the Juris¬ 
diction of the Flathead Irrigation Dis¬ 
trict. This assessment involves an area of 
approximately 87,466.03 acres, which 
does not include any land held in trust 
for Indians and covers all proper gen¬ 
eral charges and project overhead. 

§221.26 Cl larges. 

Pursuant to a contract executed by 
the Mission Irrigation District, Flathead 
Indian Irrigation Project, Montana, on 
March 7, 1931, approved by the Secre¬ 
tary of the Interior on April 21, 1931, as 
supplemented and amended by later con¬ 
tracts dated June 2, 1934, June 6, 1936, 
and May 16, 1951, there is hereby fixed, 
for the season of 1977 an assessment of 
$93,889.16 for the operation and mainte¬ 
nance of the irrigation system which 
serves that portion of the project within 
the confiines and under the jurisdiction 
ol the Mission Irrigation District. This 
assessment involves an area of approxi¬ 
mately 16.243.80 acres, which does not 
include any land held in trust for In¬ 
dians and covers all proper general 
charges and project overhead. 

§221.28 Charges. 

Pursuant to a contract executed by 
the Jocko Valley Irrigation District Flat- 
head Indian Irrigation Project, Montana, 
on November 13, 1931, approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior on Febru¬ 
ary 26, 1935, as supplemented and 
amended by later contracts dated Au¬ 
gust 26. 1936. April 18. 1950, and Au¬ 
gust 24. 1967, there is hereby fixed for 
the season of 1977 an assessment of $41,- 
540.37 for the operation and mainte¬ 
nance of the irrigation system which 
serves that portion of the project within 
the confines and under the jurisdiction 
of the Jocko Valley Irrigation District. 
Tliis assessment involves an area of ap¬ 
proximately 7,471.29 acres, which does 
not include any lands held in trust for 
Indians and covers all proper general 
charges and project overhead. 

George L. Moore, 
Project Engineer. 

IFR Doc.76-13154 Piled 5-5-76; 8:45 am] 


Fish and Wildlife Service 
[ 50 CFR Part 32 ] 

PROPOSED DESIGNATION OF CERTAIN 

LANDS AND WATERS IN VALLEY 

COUNTY, MONTANA 

Closed Area Under Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act 

Notice is hereby given that it is pro¬ 
posed to designate an area closed to the 
hunting of migratory birds as set forth 
below. The purpose of this designation is 
to aid administration of the Charles M. 
Russell National Wildlife Range, provide 
protection for the Canada goose restora¬ 
tion program at the Range and to im¬ 
prove the effectiveness of the Range for 
the purposes for which it was established 
by the United States. 

It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior, whenever practicable, to af¬ 
ford the public an opportunity to parti¬ 
cipate in the rule making process. Ac¬ 
cordingly. interested persons may submit 
written comments, suggestions, or objec¬ 
tions with respect to the proposal to the 
Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Washington, D.C. 20240, on or before 
June 7,1976. 

The text of the proposed designation is 
as follows: 

This action Is taken by virtue of and 
pursuant to Section 3 of the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act of July 3. 1918 (40 Stat. 
755, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 704), and by 
virtue of the Reorganization Plan II (53 
Stat 1431) and in accordance with Sec¬ 
tion 4(a) of the Administrative Proce¬ 
dure Act of June 11, 1946 (60 Stat 238. 5 
U.S.C. 1003). Having due regard to the 
zones of temperature and to the distribu¬ 
tion, abundance, economic value, breed¬ 
ing habits, and times and lines of migra¬ 
tory flight of migratory birds Included in 
the terms of the Convention between the 
United States and Great Britain for the 
protection of migratory birds, concluded 
August 16, 1916, and the Convention be¬ 
tween the United States and the United 
Mexican States for the protection of mi¬ 
gratory birds and game mammals, con¬ 
cluded February 7, 1936, I hereby desig¬ 
nate as a closed area in or on which pur¬ 
suing, hunting, taking, capturing, or kill¬ 
ing of migratory birds, or attempting to 
take, capture or kill migratory birds Is 
not permitted, all the land, and water' 
areas in Valley County. Montana, within 
the following-described boundary: 

An area of land and water in Valley 
County. Montana, comprising approxi¬ 
mately 73.1 acres adjacent to the Charles 
M. Russell National Wildlife Range, em¬ 
braced within the following boundaries: 

Beginning at that point where the west 
boundary fence of Tract 2D. 2Da Intercepts 
the Missouri River Dredge Cut In the SW»A, 
NWV4, Section 8. T26N. R41E; thence north¬ 
east at a compass heading of N 24* E for ap¬ 
proximately 14295 feet to that point where 
this line Intersects the northwest corner of 
the small, unnamed island north of Tract 2D. 


2 Da, thence northeast again at a compass 
heading of N 67 9 E for approximately 1,995 
feet to that point where this Une intercepts 
the southwest abutment of the bridge on 
State Highway 24 where it crosses the Dredge 
Cut, thence southerly and westerly along the 
high water mark of the Dredge Cut to the 
beginning point, a distance of approximately 
6,910 feet, encompassing approximately 73.1 
acres. 

Lynn A. Greenwalt, 
Director , Fish and Wildlife Service. 

April 27, 1976. 

IFR Doc.76-13200 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 29 ] 

TOBACCO INSPECTION 

Extension of Tobacco Inspection and Price 

Support Services to New Markets and 

to Additional Sales on Designated 

Markets 

Notice is hereby given that the UB. 
Department of Agriculture has under 
consideratio n th e amendment of Sub¬ 
part A of 7 CFR, Part 29, relating to to¬ 
bacco inspection and price support serv¬ 
ices to new markets and additional sales 
on designated markets. Subpart A is is¬ 
sued pursuant to the authority contained 
in the Tobacco Inspection Act (49 Stat. 
731; 7 U.S.C. 511 et seq .); the Commod¬ 
ity Credit Corporation Charter Act (62 
Stat. 1070, as amended, 15 U.S.C. 714 et 
seq.) ; and the Agricultural Act of 1949. as 
amended (63 Stat. 1051, 7 UB.C. 1421 
et seq.). 

Statement of Consideration. The De¬ 
partment proposes to amend Subpart A, 
Policy Statement and Regulations Gov¬ 
erning the Extension of Tobacco Inspec¬ 
tion and Price Support Services to New 
Markets and to Additional Sales on Des¬ 
ignated Markets, with regard to flue- 
cured tobacco so as to conform It to the 
regulations governing producer designa¬ 
tion which may be found at 7 CFR 1464.2 
(e) (2) Oil) and 7 CFR Part 29. Subpart 
G. 5§ 29.9401-9406. 

The proposed amendment of Sec. 29.2 
(a) will eliminate designated flue-cured 
tobacco markets from eligibility for con¬ 
sideration for “additional sales/* Since, 
as a result of producer designations, 
number of “sales’* per market does not 
enter into the Secretary’s consideration 
for the amount of services which will be 
provided that market. It Is no longer nec¬ 
essary to accord interested Individuals 
the right to petition the Secretary for ad¬ 
ditional sales for flue-cured markets. 

The Department proposes to amend 
§29.3(a) by changing the date for the 
filing of applications requesting exten¬ 
sion of tobacco inspection and price sup¬ 
port services to new markets from March 
15 to September 15. This proposed date 
change will provide an applicant a more 
reasonable filing date, since producer* I 
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must designate markets in March to 
coincide with the current 6tatus of mar¬ 
keting of flue-cured tobacco. The Sep¬ 
tember 15 date will provide sufficient op¬ 
portunity for an applicant to submit an 
application and to give the Department 
time to schedule a hearing, weigh results, 
and Issue a decision in sufficient time for 
the applicant to prepare for the next pe¬ 
riod of producer designations in March 
of the year that services would begin at 
the market. Consequently, applicants 
would be eligible to operate the new 
market in the same marketing season 
for which application is approved. 

The current regulations provide that 
hearings on applications shall be held 
wlthip 50 days following the closing date 
for such applications. The Department 
proposes to extend the 50-day period to 
60 days. The increased time will provide 
more flexibility for the Department for 
the scheduling of hearings. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments for con¬ 
sideration in connection with these pro¬ 
posed amendments may file the same, in 
quadruplicate, with the Hearing Clerk, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Room 
112-A Administration Building, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20250, not later than June 7, 
1970. 

All written submissions made pursuant 
to tills notice will be made available for 
public inspection at the Office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular hours of 
business (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

The proposed amendments are set 
forth below. 

§ 29.2 Policy statement. 

Inspection and price support services 
currently provided in auction marketing 
areas are adequate and the lack of these 
services is not a limiting factor to accel¬ 
erated marketings or the extension of 
price support to producers. Consequently, 
the extension of inspection and price 
support services, without limitation, 
would not contribute to the effectuation 
of the purposes of either of these serv¬ 
ices. The additional cost Incident to the 
unlimited extension of these services 
would be unjustifiable and excessive in 
relation to the total quantity of tobacco 
available for market. Accordingly, In¬ 
spection and price support services shall 
be made available on new markets and 
additional sales (except with regard to 
flue-cured tobacco) only as hereinafter 
provided. With regard to flue-cured to¬ 
bacco, allocation of inspection services is 
based on producer designation, as pro¬ 
vided for in 7 CFR 1464.2(e) (2) (iii), see 
Subpart G, below. Also, since these serv¬ 
ices shall be made available to new 
markets and additional sales only as 
herein provided, referenda incident to 
market designations shall not be con¬ 
ducted until auction markets seeking 
designation have qualified for Inspection 
and price support services as herein 
provided. 

(a) Reasonable Inspection and price 
support services. The extension of to¬ 
bacco inspection and price support serv¬ 
ices to new markets and additional sales 
will be conditioned upon the reasonable¬ 


ness of such services existing in the mar¬ 
keting area of the proposed new market 
or additional sale. Transactions in to¬ 
bacco as conducted at auction markets 
customarily involve the sale of tobacco 
at a bona fide auction sale. Determina¬ 
tion with respect to reasonableness, and 
consequently with respect to granting or 
denying additional services, will be based 
on evidence (1) that the proposed new 
market or additional sale will function 
as a bona fide auction sale, and (2) that 
additional services are justifiable in re¬ 
lation to other market data, including 
the volume of tobacco produced in the 
area surrounding the proposed new mar¬ 
ket or additional sale; the roads and road 
distances involved in moving tobacco to 
the proposed new market or additional 
sale in relation to other tobacco market¬ 
ing centers; the relative availability or 
congestion of all facilities for redrying 
and packing tobacco handled or to be 
handled in the proposed new market or 
additional sale; the location of other 
auction markets on which tobacco pro¬ 
duced in the marketing area of the pro¬ 
posed new market or additional sale may 
be marketed; the number of tobacco 
growers to be affected by the proposed 
new market or additional sale; the vol¬ 
ume of tobacco likely to be sold in the 
proposed new market or additional sale; 
the relationship of sales in the proposed 
new market or additional sale to sales 
In other auction markets in the produc¬ 
ing area for that kind of tobacco; other 
economic factors affecting the market¬ 
ing of tobacco, by growers, in the mar¬ 
keting area of the proposed new market 
or additional sale and in the producing 
area for that kind of tobacco, includ¬ 
ing limitations on sales imposed by any 
marketing agreement and/or order, or 
by any other means; and also, as to flue- 
cured tobacco, data with regard to pro¬ 
ducer designations which shall Include, 
but not be limited to, the markets cur¬ 
rently available for the producers, who 
would be eligible to designate the new 
market, who already designate and who 
desire to designate the new market. 

* • • • • 

§ 29.3 Procedure* for filing, hearing, 
and determination of applications. 

(a) Time and place of filing. Applica¬ 
tions for the extension of tobacco inspec¬ 
tion and price support services to new 
markets and to additional sales on desig¬ 
nated markets shall be filed, in triplicate, 
with the Hearing Clerk not later than 
September 15 In the case of flue-cured 
tobacco, December 1 In the case of Mary¬ 
land tobacco, and July 15 in the case of 
Burley and all other kinds of tobacco. 
Applications should be addressed to the 
Hearing Clerk, U.S.,Department of Agri¬ 
culture. Washington, D.C. 20250. Appli¬ 
cations which are not received by the 
Hearing Clerk on or before the foregoing 
cutoff date for the kind of tobacco shall 
be rejected as untimely filed. After de¬ 
nial of an application for additional in¬ 
spection and price support services for a 
marketing season, no application from 
the same auction market or proposed 
new market shall be considered for the 


next consecutive marketing season, un¬ 
less the application contains a statement 
by the applicant setting forth new facts 
that constitute evidence of such a sub¬ 
stantial change in conditions since the 
previous hearing as the review commit¬ 
tee as specified in paragraph (h) of this 
section deems would warrant such 
further hearing. 

• * * * * 

(c) Hearings on applications. Follow¬ 
ing the closing date for filing applica¬ 
tions for each kind of tobacco, a hearing 
or hearings shall be held on the applica¬ 
tions. If any, filed for additional inspec¬ 
tion and price support services for the 
kind of tobacco in question. Such hearing 
or hearings shall be scheduled to begin 
within 60 days following the closing date 
for such applications. Notice of hearing 
shall be issued by the Secretary, filed 
with tlie Hearing Clerk, and published 
in the Federal Register, and a copy shall 
be mailed by the Hearing Clerk to each 
applicant. Such publication and mailing 
shall be not less than 5 days prior to 
the opening of the hearing. 


Done at Washington, D.C, this 30th 
day of April, 1976. 

Donald E. Wilkinson, 
Administrator 

IFR Dpc.76-13174 Filed 5-8-76:8:45 am| 

[7 CFR Part 911] 

HANDLING OF LIMES GROWN IN 
FLORIDA 

Proposed Rulemaking 

Consideration Is being given to the fol¬ 
lowing proposal, as hereinafter set forth, 
which would regulate the handling of 
fresh limes grown in Florida by continu¬ 
ing on and after June 20, 1976, the same 
minimum quality and size requirements 
as are currently in effect through 
June 19.1976. 

The proposed regulation would be re¬ 
established pursuant to the marketing 
agreement, as amended, and Order No. 
911, as amended (7 CFR Part 911; 40 
F.R. 52603), regulating the handling of 
limes grown in Florida. This program is 
effective under the Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amended 
(7 U.S.C. 601-674). Mexican type limes 
shipped to destinations outside the pro¬ 
duction area would continue to be re¬ 
quired to grade at least U.S. No. 2. with 
no minimum size requirements. Persian 
type limes shipped to such destinations 
would continue to be required to grade 
at least U.S. Combination, Mixed Color, 
and to measure at least 1% inches in 
diameter. Both types of limes shipped 
to destinations within the production 
area would continue to be exempted from 
pack, container, and grade requirements, 
except the minimum Juice content re¬ 
quirement. Persian type limes so shipped 
would be required to be at least 1% 
Inches in diameter. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments in con- 
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nection with the proposal should file the 
same In quadruplicate with the Hearing 
Clerk, Room 112A, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. Washington, D.C. 20250, not 
later than May 14, 1976. All written sub¬ 
missions made pursuant to this notice 
will be made available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the office of the Hearing Clerk 
during regular business hours <7 CFR 
1.27(b)). 

The proposed regulation is based upon 
an appraisal of current and prospective 
crop and market conditions for Florida 
limes. Florida lime production for the 
1976-77 season is estimated at 1.8 mil¬ 
lion bushels. Fresh shipments for the 
1976-77 season are expected to require 
about 850,000 bushels, which amount 
would be the second largest shipments 
of record by Florida. Shipments for the 
1976-77 season began on April 1, 1976, 
and shipments in increased volume are 
being made as the season progresses. 
Ample supplies of limes meeting terms 
of the regulation are available to fill 
fresh market demands. The continuance 
of the regulation is designed to assure 
the handling of limes which provide con¬ 
sumer satisfaction and promote orderly 
marketing in the interest of producers 
and consumers, consistent with the ob¬ 
jectives of the act. 

Such proposal reads as follows: 

1. The provisions of paragraph (a) 
of § 911.338 (Lime Regulation 36; 41 F.R. 
16547) are hereby amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 911.338 Lime Regulation 36. 

Order, (a) During the period June 20, 
1976. through April 30, 1977, no handler 
shall handle: 

<!)••• 


Dated: April 29,1976. 

Charles R. Bradf.r, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

|PR Doc.76-13107 Filed 6-6-76;8:45 amj 


[ 7 CFR Part 1207 ] 

POTATO RESEARCH AND PROMOTION 
PLAN 

Proposed Expenses and Rate of 
Assessment 

Consideration is being given to au¬ 
thorizing the National Potato Promo¬ 
tion Board to spend $2,109,000 for its 
operations during the fiscal period be¬ 
ginning July 1, 1976, and to collect one 
cent ($0.01) per hundredweight on as¬ 
sessable potatoes handled by designated 
handlers under the program. 

The Potato Board is the administrative 
agency established under th? Potato Re¬ 
search and Promotion Plan <7 CFR 
1207). Tills program is effective under 
the Potato Research and Promotion Act 
<7 U.S.C. 2611-2627). 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views or arguments in connec¬ 
tion with these proposals shall file the 
same, In duplicate, with the Hearing 
Clerk, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 


Room 112-A, Washington, D.C. 20250, 
not later than May 20, 1976. All written 
comments will be made available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

The proposals are as follows: 

§ 1207.405 Expenses and rale of awow- 
ment. 

(a) The reasonable expenses that are 
likely to be incurred during the fiscal 
period beginning July 1, 1976, and end¬ 
ing June 30, 1977, by the National Po¬ 
tato Promotion Board for its mainte¬ 
nance and functioning and for such pur¬ 
poses as the Secretary determines to be 
appropriate will amount to $2,109,000. 

(b) The rate of assessment to be paid 
by each designated handler in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of the plan shall 
be one cent ($0.01) per hundredweight 
of assessable potatoes handled by him 
as the designated handler thereof dur¬ 
ing said fiscal period. 

(c) Unexpended income in excess of 
expenses for the fiscal period may be 
carried over as an operating monetary 
reserve. 

(d) Terms used in this section have the 
same meaning as when used in the Po¬ 
tato Research and Promotion Plan. 

Dated^ April 30,1976. 

William T. Manley, 
Deputy Administrator , 
Program Operations. 

1FR Doc.76 13173 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


Farmers Home Administration 
[ 7 CFR Part 1861 ] 

(FmHA Instruction 460.61 

ROUTINE 

Federal Statute of Limitations 

Notice is hereby given that the Farm¬ 
ers Home Administration has under con¬ 
sideration the amendment of § 1861.72 
(a) of Subpart E of Part 1861, Title 7, 
Code of Federal Regulations (37 FR 1457. 
as amended at 37 FR 6180). This amend¬ 
ment clarifies the time within which an 
action for conversion of property in 
which the United States, through the 
Farmers Home Administration, has a 
security interest must be commenced to 
prevent the Federal Statute of Limita¬ 
tions from being asserted as a defense. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments, suggestions, or 
objections to the Office of the Chief, 
Directives Management Branch, Farm¬ 
ers Home Administration, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Room 6316, South 
Building, Washington, D.C. 20250. All 
material received on or before'June 7, 
1976 will be considered. All written sub¬ 
missions made pursuant to this notice 
will be made available for public In¬ 
spection at the Office of the Chief, Direc¬ 
tives Management Branch, during reg¬ 
ular business hours. (8:15 a.m.-4:45 
-p.m.) 

As proposed, § 1861.72(a) will read as 
follows: 


§ 1861.72 Time within which court ar- ' 
tion niunt be commenced. 

(a) Conversion of security property. 
The Act provides a 3-year time limit for 
most actions founded upon a tort, but it 
provides a 6-year time limit upon an ac¬ 
tion for conversion of property of the 
United States. The Act does not specify 
which of these is applicable to conversion 
of property which is not owned by the 
United States but on which it has a se¬ 
curity interest. We consider the six-year 
limitation to be applicable, but prudence 
dictates that actions of this type should 
be filed within three years until the stat¬ 
ute is clarified by an amendment or a 
Supreme Court decision. In the event 
that a claim is not referred within three 
years, such referral should nevertheless 
be made as soon as possible. 

• • • • • 

(7 U.S.C. 1989; 42 US.C. 1480; 42 U.S.C. 2942; 

5 US.C. 301; Sec. 10 P.L. 93-367, 88 Stat 392; 
delegation of authority by the Sec. of Agri., 

7 CFR 2.23; delegation of authority by the 
Asst. Sec. for Rural Development, 7 CFR 
2.70; delegations of authority by Dir., OEO, 
29 FR 14764. 33 FR 9850.) 

Dated: April 29, 1976. 

Frank B. Elliott. 

Administrator, 

Farmers Home Administration. 

|FR Doc.76-13106 Filed 6-6-76;8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 
[ 33 CFR Part 183 ] 

[CGD 76-1761 

BOATS AND ASSOCIATED EQUIPMENT 

Proposed Amendments Affecting the Safe 
Loading and Flotation Standards 

• Purpose. These proposed amend¬ 
ments make changes to Subparts A, C, 
and E of Part 183 of Title 33 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations In order to clar¬ 
ify the Coast Guard’s safe loading and 
flotation standards. # 

The Coast Guard is considering a 
number of amendments that would affect 
the safe loading and flot ation standards, 
subparts C and E of 33 CFR, Part 183. 
These amendments are summarized 
below. 

Permanent Appurtenances 

The term "permanent appurtenances’* 
is used in both the safe loading and the 
flotation standards (i.e. §§ 183.33(b)(2), 
183.35(b) (2), 183.37(b) (2), 183.39(a), 

183.41(a), 183.43(a), 183.67(a)). Because 
the term is not defined, there has been 
some confusion and the regulations have 
been subject to differing interpretations. 

Both the safe loading and the flota¬ 
tion standards require testing a boat 
under various conditions of loading. It 
is the Intent of the Coast Guard that 
boats should be tested as they will be 
equipped when used by the recreational 
boater. Therefore, the Coast Guard re¬ 
quires that the weight of permanent ap¬ 
purtenances such as seats, windshields, 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 89—THURSDAY, MAY A, 1 976 







18680 


PROPOSED RULES 


helm stations, lockers, and hard tops be 
taken into account during testing. 

Outboard motors, controls, batteries, 
and portable fuel tanks are taken Into 
account separately during testing and 
are not considered to be permanent 
appurtenances. 

It is proposed to define permanent ap¬ 
purtenances, in a new paragraph 183.3 
(h). as equipment that is mounted or 
fastened so that it is not removable with¬ 
out the use of tools. Moreover, the pro¬ 
posed definition specifically excludes out¬ 
board motors, controls, batteries, and 
portable fuel jtanks. Since these weights 
will be excluded in the definition of 
permanent appurtenances, it is proposed 
also to delete these weights from the 
definition of the symbol We in 5 183.67 
(a). 

Boat Weight 

Maximum weight capacity (MWC) is 
a factor used in the flotation standard 
(i.e. §f 183.63(c) and 183.67(c)). Boat 
weight Is an element of the MWC calcu¬ 
lation. The definition of boat weight re¬ 
fers to the ‘‘boat hull 0 (i.e. §§ 183.33(b) 
(2), 183.35(b)(2) and 183.37(b)(2)). 
Some persons have interpreted this 
phrase to exclude deck and superstruc¬ 
ture. However, the Coast Guard intends 
to include the entire weight Of the boat. 
Therefore, it is proposed to specify in 
§§ 183.33(b)(2). 183.35(b)(2), and 183.- 
37(b)(2) that deck and superstructure 
components are included in the term 
boat weight. 

Boat weight for outboard boats does 
not include outboard motors, controls, 
battery, or portable fuel tanks. However, 
If the boat has permanent fuel tanks, 
boat weight should include the weight of 
the fuel in the tanks. This is the case 
for inboard boats in 5 183.33(b)(3). 
Thus, it is proposed to amend the defini¬ 
tion of boat weight for outboard boats 
in § 183.35(b) (2) to include “full perma¬ 
nent fuel tanks.” 

Applicability of Subpart E 

The flotation standard in Subpart E 
applies to monohull boats less than 20 
feet in length except sailboats, canoes, 
kayaks, and inflatable boats. The Coast 
Guard proposes to also exclude surface 
effect vehicles also known as surface ef¬ 
fect ships (SES), ground effect machines 
(GEM), hovercraft, and captured air 
bubble vessels (CAB), submersibles, and 
amphibious vehicles from the regulation. 

Surface effect vehicles, submersible 
boats, and other amphibious vehicles i 
were previously included because they 
can provide transportation on the water. 
However, the flotation standard was not 
drafted with the peculiar characteristics 
of these special purpose vessels in mind. 
It is not reasonable to apply this stand¬ 
ard to these vessels because of their 
characteristics. In addition, analysis of 
boating accident statistics reveals that 
imposing this standard on these special 
purpose vessels is not cost justified be¬ 
cause of the low incidence of fatal acci¬ 
dents. Section 5 of the Federal Boat 
Safety Act of 1971 (46 U.S.C. 1454) re¬ 
quires that each standard be reasonable 


and meet the need of boating safety. 
Consequently, the Coast Guard proposes 
to amend § 183.61 to except surface effect 
vehicles, submersibles, and amphibious 
vehicles from Subpart E—Flotation. It is 
also proposed to delete the clause in 
§ 183.61 which provides that the flotation 
standard applies after July 31. 1973. 
Since this date has passed, it may now be 
deleted from 5 183.61. 

Addition of Battery Weight 

It is proposed to amend § 183.63 to in¬ 
clude battery weight in the determina¬ 
tion of the quantity of flotation required. 
This change will make clear the Coast 
Guard’s original intent as well as make 
the text of 5 183.63 consistent with the 
formula in § 183.67. 

Dead Weight 

The weight of full portable fuel tanks 
is part of the sum used in computing 
dead weight in accordance with Table 
183.67(a), but this weight was omitted 
from the test of § 183.63. It is proposed, 
therefore, to amend 5 183.63 to specifi¬ 
cally include the weight of full portable 
fuel tanks in determining the quantity 
of flotation required. 

The present instructions for computing 
dead weight in § 183.63 for outboard 
boats can result in a negative number. 
This anomaly occurs because the persons 
capacity is permitted to be as large as 
the maximum weight capacity posted on 
the boat. The use of such a negative 
number would result in a deficiency of 
flotation when tested in accordance with 
§ 183.63(b). Therefore, the Coast Guard 
proposes to add a new paragraph (c) to 
§ 183.63 to require that the value for dead 
weight be zero or a positive number. 

In addition to the above amendments 
to § 183.63, it is proposed to make two 
minor editorial changes to the section. 
These changes involve reletterlng the 
paragraphs within the section and the 
addition of the words “in cubic feet” to 
indicate the unit of measure by whioh 
volume is determined. 

If the proposed amendments are 
adopted, the effective date will be 180 
days after publication of the Final Rule 
in the Federal^ Register and manufac¬ 
turers will be allowed to comply with the 
provisions of these amendments before 
the effective date. 

Any interested person may submit 
written data, views, or arguments con¬ 
cerning this notice to Commandant (G- 
CMC/81). U.8. Coast Guard, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20590. All communications re¬ 
ceived before 1976, will be considered be¬ 
fore final action is taken on the proposed 
regulations. The proposals contained in 
this notice may be changed in light of the 
comments received. Each person submit¬ 
ting comments should include his name 
and address, identify this notice (CGD 
75-176), and give reasons and support¬ 
ing data for any recommendations. All 
comments will be available at Coast 
Guard Headquarters for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

These amendments are proposed under 
the authority of the Federal Boat Safety 


Act of 1971 (85 Stat 213; 46 U.S.C. 1454) 
which authority has been delegated to 
the Commandant of the Coast Guard in 
49 CFR 1.46(n) (1). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend Part 183 of Title 33 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations as 
follows: 

1. Section 183.3 Is amended by adding 
a new paragraph (h) to read as follows: 

§ 183.3 Definitions. 

• • • • • 

(h) “Permanent appurtenances” 
means equipment that is mounted or 
fastened, so that it is not removable with¬ 
out the use of tools. Seats, inboard en¬ 
gines, windshields, helm stations, or 
hard tops are permanent appurtenances. 
Outboard motors, controls, batteries, and 
portable fuel tanks are not permanent 
appurtenances. 

2. Section 183.33 is amended by re¬ 
vising subparagraph (b) (2) to read as 
follows: 

§ 183.33 Maximum weight capacity: In¬ 
board and inboard-outdrivc bouts. 

• o • • • 

(b) • ♦ • 

(2) “Boat weight” is the combination 
of— 

(i) Hull weight; 

(ii) Deck and superstructure weight; 
(ill) Weight of the permanent appur¬ 
tenances; and 

(iv) Weight of full permanent full 
tanks. 

• • • • • 

3. Section 183.35 is amended by re¬ 
vising subparagraph (b) (2) to read as 
follows; 

§ 183.33 Maximum weight capacity: 

Outboard boats. 

' 0 m • • • 

(b) • • • 

(2) “Boat weight” is the combination 
of— 

(1) Hull weight; 

<ii) Deck and superstructure weight; 
(ill) Weight of permanent appurte¬ 
nances; and 

(iv) Weight of fun permanent full 
tanks. 

4. Section 183.37 is amended by re¬ 
vising subparagraph (b) (2) to read as 
foUows: 

§ 183.37 Maximum weight capacity: 

Boats without mechanical propulsion. 

0 0 0 • • 

(b) • • • 

(2) “Boat weight” Is the combination 

(i) Hull weight; 

(ii) Deck and superstructure weight; 
(ill) Weight of permanent appurte¬ 
nances; and 

5. § 183.61 is revised to read as follows: 
§ 183.61 Applicability. 

This subpart appUes to monohull boats 
less than 20 feet in length, except sail¬ 
boats, canoes, kayaks, inflatable boats, 
submersibles, surface effect vehicles, and 
amphibious vehicles. 
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6. Section 183.63 is revised to read as 
iollows: 

§ 183.63 Quantity of flotation required. 

(a) Each boat must have— 

(1) At least that quantity of flotation 
prescribed in § 183.67; or 

(2) Enough flotation to keep any por¬ 
tion of the boat above the surface of the 
water when the boat is filled with water 
and loaded with— 

(i) A weight that, when submerged, 
equals two-fifteenths of the persons ca¬ 
pacity marked on the boat; 

(ii) A weight that, when submerged, 
equals 25 percent of the dead weight; 

(iii) A weight in pounds that, when 
submerged, equals 62.4 times the volume 
in cubic feet of the two largest air cham¬ 
bers, if air chambers are used for flota¬ 
tion; and 

(iv) For outboard boats, a weight that, 
when submerged, equals the sum of the 
submerged motor, control, and battery 
weight from Table 183.67(a). 

(b) For the purpose of this section, 
“dead weight” means— 

(1) For outboard boats and boats with¬ 
out mechanical propulsion, the maximum 
weight capacity marked on the boat 
minus the sum of— 

(1) Motor and control weight, battery 
weight (dry), and full portable fuel tanks 
from Table 183.67(a); 

(ii) The persons capacity determined 
under § 183.41 for the boat; and 

(2) For inboard boats, the maximum 
weight capacity marked on the boat 
minus the persons capacity determined 
under S 183.39 for the boat. 

(c) Dead weight must be zero or a posi¬ 
tive number. 

7. Section 183.67 is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraph (a) to read as follows: 

§ 183.67 Method for determining quan¬ 
tity of flotation. 

• • • • • 

(a) 8tep 1: Determine the Submerged 
Weight of the boat ( W$) in the formula: 

( WhK l ) + ( WdK 4 ) + (0.69 W e ) 

Where: 

Submerged weight of boat. 

W ft =Dry weight of hull. 

W a —Dry weight of deck and super¬ 
structure. 

W # =Dry weight of permanent appur¬ 
tenances. 

and JT,— Conversion factors for materials 
used from Table 183.67(h). 

• • • • • 

Dated: April 28, 1976. 

G. L. Kralne, 

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Act¬ 
ing Chief , Office of Boating 
Safety . 

IFR Doc.76-13206 Filed 5-6-76:8:45 am) 


Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 39 ] 

[Docket No. 15662] 

SOCIETE NATIONALE INDUSTRIELLE 
AEROSPATIALE (FORMERLY SUD AVIA¬ 
TION) 

Airworthiness Directives 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
« considering amending Part 39 of the 


Federal Aviation Regulations by adding 
an airworthiness directive applicable to 
Soclete Nationale Industrielle Aerospa¬ 
tiale (SNIAS) Alouette in helicopters. 
There have been reports of failures of 
the tail rotor control cables which have 
resulted in loss of directional control of 
the helicopter. Since tills condition is 
likely to exist or develop in other helicop¬ 
ters of the same type design, the pro¬ 
posed airworthiness directive would re¬ 
quire the incorporation of tail rotor con¬ 
trol cables, fittings, and guides, of im¬ 
proved design and repetitive inspections 
of the new cables for proper tension and 
condition on certain SNIAS Alouette m 
helicopters. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
docket number and be submitted in du¬ 
plicate to the Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration. Office of the Chief Counsel, At¬ 
tention: Rules Docket, AGC-24, 800 
Independence Avenue SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20591. All communications received 
on or before June 4. 1976, will be consid¬ 
ered by the Administrator before taking 
action upon the proposed rule. The pro¬ 
posals contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re¬ 
ceived. All comments will be available, 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments, in the rules docket for 
examination by interested persons. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a). 601. and 
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1423) and 
of section 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend ft 39.13 of Part 39 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations by add¬ 
ing the following new airworthiness di¬ 
rective: 

Societe Nationale Ind ustrielle Aerospati¬ 
ale (formerly SUD AVIATION). Applies 
to Alouette in Modes 8E-31G0, SA-316B, 
8A-316C, and 6A-319B helicopters. Serial 
Nos. 2032 and below, certificated In all 
categories. 

Compliance is required as indicated. 

To prevent failure of tail rotor control 
cables and the consequent loss of directional 
control, accomplish the following: 

(a) Within the next 300 hours time In 
service after the effective date of this AD, 
unless already accomplished, replace tail 
rotor control cables, fittings, and guides with 
improved cables, fittings, and guides in ac¬ 
cordance with Alouette Service Bulletin No. 
65.72, dated March 29, 1971, and Alouette 
Service Bulletin No. 65.93, dated November 
14, 1972, or their equivalents approved by the 
Chief, Aircraft Certification Staff, c/o Amer¬ 
ican Embassy, APO New York. N.Y. 09667. 

(b) Within the next 100 hours time In 
service after the accomplishment of the mod¬ 
ification specified in paragraph (a) of this 
AD, or within the next 100 hours after the 
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs 
later and thereafter at intervals not to exceed 
100 hours time In service from the last In¬ 
spection, inspect the cables for the proper 
tension, for exposed or broken wire strands 
and for tearing of the wirelon coating. 

Note: During the Inspection required by 
paragraph (b) of this AD. particular atten¬ 
tion should be directed to condition of cables 


in the areas of the fittings, pulleys, and cable 
guides. 

(c) If an exposed wire strand or a broken 
wire strand is found in any cable or tearing 
of the wirelon coating of any cable is found 
as a result of any inspection required by par¬ 
agraph (b) or (c) of this AD, before further 
flight, replace that cable with a serviceable 
cable of same part number and continue to 
inspect the cables in accordance with para¬ 
graph (b) of this AD at intervals not to ex¬ 
ceed 100 hours time in service from the last 
inspection. 

(d) If, as a result of any of the inspections 
required by this AD, improper tension is 
found in any cable, adjust that cable for 
proper tension and continue to Inspect the 
cables in accordance with paragraph (b) of 
this AD at intervals not to exceed 100 hours 
time In service from the last Inspection. 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on April 
29. 1976. 

J. A. Ferrarbse, 

Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service . 

|FR Doc.76-13007 Filed &-5-76;8:45 am] 


[ 14 CFR Part 39 ] 

[Docket No. 156961 

MESSERSCHMITT-BOLKOW-BLOHM ET AL. 

Airworthiness Directives 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding 
an airworthiness directive applicable 
to gliders manufactured by Messer- 
schmitt-Bolkow-Blohm GmbH(MBB), 
Glasflugel, Schleicher, Start and Flug 
GmbH. Scheibe, and Schempp Hirth. 
There have been reports of incorrect 
processing at the manufacturer’s facility 
of flight control system cable sleeves. This 
improper processing in conjunction with 
the kinds of cables installed has resulted 
in an accident caused by a flight con¬ 
trol cable being cut and resultant loss of 
control. Since this condition is likely to 
exist or develop in other gliders of the 
same type designs, the proposed air¬ 
worthiness directive would require an 
inspection of all cables and cable sleeves, 
replacement of all cables manufactured 
to DIN specifications, and replacement 
of all installed cables and cable sleeves 
found not to meet the appropriate speci¬ 
fications and tolerances for gliders man¬ 
ufactured by MBB, Glasflugel, Schleich¬ 
er, Start and Flug, Schiebe, and 
Schempp Hirth. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire! 
Communications should identify the 
docket number and be submitted in 
duplicate to the Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration, Office of the Chief Counsel, At¬ 
tention; Rules Docket, AGC-24, 800 In¬ 
dependence Avenue, S.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20591. All communications received 
on or before July 5, 1976, will be con¬ 
sidered by the Administrator before tak¬ 
ing action upon the proposed rule. The 
proposals contained in this notice may 
be changed in the light of comments re¬ 
ceived. All comments will be available, 
both before and after the closing date 
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for comments, in the rules docket for 
examination by interested persons. 

(Secs. 313(a) 601, and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U8C 1354(a), 1421, 
and 1423) and of section 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 USC 1655 

(c)).) 

§ 39.13 [Amended]. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations by add¬ 
ing the following new airworthiness di¬ 
rective: 

Messerschmitt-Bolkow Blohm GmbH—Ap¬ 
plies to the Model Phoebus Al, Bl. and C 
gliders, all serial numbers, certificated in 
all categories. 

Glosfiugel—Applies to the Model Standard 
Llbelle gliders, a)l serial numbers; Stand¬ 
ard Llbelle 20IB gliders, 8/Ns 1 thru 497, 
499 thru 501. 505 thru 621, 628 thru 530 
532 thru 535, and 537 thru 562; H-301 and 
H 301B “Llbelle” gilders, all serial numbers; 
and Kestrel gliders, S/Ns 1 thru 109 certif¬ 
icated in all categories. 

Alexander Schleicher—Applies to the Model 
ASW-15 gliders, S/Ns 15001 thru 15183; 
ASW-15B gilders. S/Ns 15184 thru 15375; 
ASW-17 gliders, S/Ns 17001 thru 17034; K7. 
Ka2B; K8, K8B; ASW-12, AS-12; AS-K13; 
Rhonlerche II; Ka6, Ka6B. KaGBR, Ka6C, 
Ka6CR, Ka6CR-PE and Ka6E gliders, all 
8erial numbers, certificated in all cate¬ 
gories. 

8tart and Flug GmbH—Applies to the Model 
H101 “Salto” gliders, S/Ns 46 and sub¬ 
sequent. certificated in all categories. 
Schelbe—Applies to the Model L-Spat z 55 . 
SF-28A Standard, SF--27A. Zugvogel IIIB, 
Bergfalke n 155. and Bergfalke III, gliders, 
all serial numbers, certificated in all cate¬ 
gories. 

8chempp-Hirth—Applies to Model Nimbus-2, 
Standard-Cirrus. Cirrus, SHK-l, Standard 
Austrla-S, Standard Austrla-SH, and 
Standard Austria SHI gliders, all serial 
numbers, certificated In all categories. 
Compliance is required as indicated, un¬ 
less already accomplished. 

To prevent the possible in-flight failure 
of a flight control cable, accomplish the fol¬ 
lowing; 

(a) Within the next 10 hours time in 
service or prior to the accumulation of 20 
flights alter the effective date of this AD, 
whichever occurs sooner, inspect each flight 
control cable system as follows; 

(1) Determine the kinds of cables In¬ 
stalled. 

Note; Cables manufactured to DIN specifi¬ 
cation DIN 655 (DIN L9) have a hemp core. 
Cables manufactured to aviation specifica¬ 
tion LN 9374 (corresponding to military 
specification MIL-W-15UA (4)) or LN 9389 
(corresponding to military specification 
MIL-W-5424B) have a steel oore. 

(2) Determine the manufacturer and the 
material of the sleeves used with the cables. 

(b) If, during the inspection required by 
paragraph (a) of this AD. any of the follow¬ 
ing combinations of flight control cables 
and cable sleeves are found, before further 
flight, measure the cable diameter, sleeve 
diameter, and sleeve length and, for LN 
cables, determine the sleeve and tool num¬ 
ber: 

(1) Cables manufactured to specification 
DIN 655 (DIN L9) having Talurit manufac¬ 
tured swaged aluminum cable sleeves. 

(2) Cables manufactured to specification 
LN 9374 having Talurit manufactured swaged 
aluminum cable sleeves. 

(3) Cables manufactured to specification 
LN 9389 having Talurit manufactured swaged 


brass, copper, or special copper cable sleeves. 

(4) Cables manufactured to specification 
LN 9374 having Talurit manufactured swaged 
brass or copper cable sleeves. 

(5) Cables manufactured to specification 
DIN 655 (DIN L9) having Schleicher swaged 
aluminum cable sleeves. 

Note; A cable diameter slide gauge having 
a ±0.1 mm tolerance may be used to measure 
cable diameters. Sleeve diameter should be 
measured at the sleeve half length. 

(c) If a cable diameter, sleeve diameter, 
or sleeve length determined in accordance 
with paragraph (b) of this AD does not con¬ 
form to a set of appropriate parameters listed 
in paragraphs (c)(1) through (c)(4), com¬ 
ply with paragraph (d) before further flight: 

(1) For cable and sleeve combinations 
specified in paragraph (b)(1) of this AD, 
the following sets of dimensions apply; 


Cable diameter (mm)... 
Sleeve diameter .(mm) „ 


Sleeve length (mm). 


+0.2 

+0.2 

+0.2 

2.5 

3.0 

3.5 

—0 

-0 

-0 . 

+0i2 

+0.2 

+0.2 

5.4 

60 

7.0 

-0.1 

-0.1 

-a 1 

+(No 

-KNo 

+(No 

limit) 

limit) 

limit) 

11.5 

13.5 

16.0 

-L0 

-1.0 

-1.0 


(2) For cable and sleeve combinations 
specified In paragraph (b) (2) of this AD, 
the following sets of dimensions apply: 


* 

+a2 

+0.3 

+0.3 

Cable diameter (mm). 

_ 2.4 

2.4 

3.2 

-ao 

-ao 

-ao 


+aa 

+42 

+aa 

Sleeve diameter (mm). 

6.0 

7.0 

8.0 


-a l 

-a i 

-ai 


+(No 

+(No 

+(No 


limit) 

limit) 

limit) 

Sleeve length (mm). 

.... 13.5 

15.0 

16.5 


-1.0 

—!.§ + -1.0 

Sleeve And tool number. 

.... 3.0 

3.5 

4.0 


(3) For cable and sleeve combinations 
specified in paragraphs (b)(3) and (b)(4) 
of this AD. the following sets of dimensions 
apply; 

+0.2 +0.1 +0.3 

Cable diameter (mm)... 2.4 2.4 3.2 

- 0.0 - 0.0 \- 0.0 
+ 0.2 + a « + 0.2 

Sleeve diameter (ram) .. 6.0 7.0 8.0 

-0.1 -a 1 -O. L 

+(No +(No +(No 
limit) limit) limit) 

Sleeve length (mm).. 14 5 ifl.S 19.0 

-1.0 -1.0 -L0 

Sleeve and tool number . . 3.0 3.5 4.0 

(4) For the cable and sleeve combination 
specified In paragraph (b) (5) of this AD, the 
following set of dimensions applies: 


+ 0.2 

Cable dlametel (mm)_ 31) 

-0 

+.2 

Sleeve diameter (mm)_ 6.5 

-.2 
+ (No 
limit) 

81eve length (mm).- 13.6 

- 1.0 


(d) If a cable or sleeve is found in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph (c) of this AD not 
to be of proper dimensions, replace the af¬ 
fected cable as follows: 

(1) Replace DIN specification cables and 
LN specification cables as follows or with 
FAA-approved equivalents: 

(1) Replace 2.5 mm diameter DIN cables 
with 2.4 mm diameter LN cables. 

(li) Replace 3.0, 3.2, and 3.5 mm diameter 
DIN cables with 3.2 mm diameter LN cables. 

(ill) Replace LN cables with LN cables of 
the same diameter. 

(2) Replace the cable sleeves with either 
of the following or with an FAA-approved 
equivalent: 

(i) Talurit cable sleeves of the same ma¬ 
terial. 


(ii) Nicopress cable sleeves. 

(e) Prior to the accumulation of 200 
flights after the effeteive date of this AD — 

(1) Remove all DIN specification cables 
and replace with LN specification cables in 
accordance with paragraphs (d)(l)([) and 

(d)(1)(H) of this AD or an FAA-approved 
equivalent; and 

(2) Replace the cable sleeves In accordance 
with paragraph (d) (2) of this AD. 

(f) Accomplish cable and sleeve replace¬ 
ments required by paragraphs (d) and (e) 
of this AD in accordance with FAR 43.13. 

(g) For purposes of this AD, a “flight” con¬ 
sists of a takeoff and landing sequence. 

Note: Advisory Circular AC 43.13-1A, en¬ 
titled “Aircraft Inspection and Repair" con¬ 
tains Information relating to the proper in¬ 
stallation of cable sleeves as well as the 
proper splicing techniques for cables. The 
following service information documents 
pertain to this AD. 

Mes8erschmltt-Bolkow-Blohm GmbH—Serv¬ 
ice Bulletin No. 27-00/1, dated November 
1974. 

Glosfiugel—Technical Notes No. 201-6, 301- 
27, 401-10. 501-1, 604-1 (All covered In one 
document dated November 26, 1974). 
Alexander Schleicher — Technical Note No. 
16a and 16b (for Model ASW-15 and -16B) 
dated November 27. 1974, and Technical 
Note No. 3 (for Model ASW-17). dated 
December 11, 1974 and Technical Note for 
cable connections dated November 27. 1974. 
Start and Flug GmbH—Technical Note No. 

101-9, dated May 1, 1974. 

Schelbe—Technical Note No. 653-1/75. doted 
January 1975. 

Schempp-Hirth—Technical Instructions No. 
1, dated October 10, 1974. 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on April 29, 
1976. 


J. A. Ferrarese, 
Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 

| FR Doc.76-13150 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 ami 


[ 14 CFR Part 39 ] 

(Docket No. 15095] 

HAWKER SIDDELEY AVIATION LTD. MODEL 
HS—748 SERIES 2A AIRPLANES 

Airworthiness Directives 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
Is considering amending Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding 
an airworthiness directive applicable to 
Hawker Siddeley Aviation Ltd., Model 
HS-748, Series 2A airplanes. There have 
been reports of cracks occurring in the 
aileron outer hinge brackets and a re¬ 
port of a failure of an aileron outer 
hinge rib that could have resulted in loss 
of control of the airplane. Since this 
condition is likely to exist or develop in 
other airplanes of the same type design, 
the proposed airworthiness directive 
would require repetitive inspections, re¬ 
placement of parts, as necessary, and 
reinforcement of the outer and center 
aileron hinge structures, reinforcement 
of the aileron spars at the outboard ai¬ 
leron hinges, and reinforcement of the 
wing tips on the rear diaphragm of 
Hawker Siddeley Aviation Limited HS- 
748, Series 2A airplanes. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
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Communications should identify the 
docket number and be submitted in dup¬ 
licate to the Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration, Office of the Chief Counsel, At¬ 
tention: Rules Docket, AGC-24, 800 In¬ 
dependence Avenue, S.W., Washington, 
D C. 20591. All communications received 
on or before June 4. 1976, will be con¬ 
sidered by the Administrator before tak¬ 
ing action upon the proposed rule. The 
proposals contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re¬ 
ceived. All comments will be available, 
both before and after the closing date for 
comments, in the rules docket for exam¬ 
ination by interested persons. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 UB.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423) and of section 6(c) of the 
Department of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)).) 

§39.13 [Amended]. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it 
is proposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations by 
adding the following new airworthiness 

directive: 

Hawker Siddeley Aviation Limited. Applies 
to Model HS-748, Series 2A airplanes, 
certificated In all categories. 

Compliance Is required as Indicated. 

To prevent a possible loss of aUeron con¬ 
trol, accomplish the following: 

(a) Within the next 100 hours time in 
service after the effective date of this AD. 
unless already accomplished, and thereafter 
at Intervals not to exceed 100 hours time In 
service from the last Inspection, visually In¬ 
spect the aileron hinge structures of the 
right and left wings In the areas of the outer 
and center hinges for damage. In accordance 
with the Instructions set forth In Part 2A 
of the section entitled “Accomplishment In¬ 
structions'* of Hawker Siddeley Aviation Ltd. 
Service Bulletin No. 57/25, dated October 15. 
1973, or an FAA-approved equivalent. 

(b) If. as a result of an Inspection required 
by paragraph (a) of this AD, damage, In the 
form of cracks, loose rivets, or corroded sup¬ 
port bearings or pivot bolts is found in any 
of the areas specified in paragraph (a) of 
this AD, before further flight, perform an In¬ 
ternal inspection of the aUeron hinge ribs 
where they attach to the rear spar of the 
wing In accordance with the Instructions set 
forth In Part 2B of the section entitled “Ac¬ 
complishment Instructions” of Hawker Sid¬ 
deley Aviation Ltd. Service Bulletin No. 67/ 
25, dated October 15, 1973, or an FAA-ap- 
proved equivalent. 

(c) If, as a result of an Inspection required 
by either paragraph (a) or (b) of this AD, 
damage, In the form of cracks, loose rivets, 
or corroded support bearings or pivot bolts 
Is found, before further flight, replaoe or 
repair the damaged, loose, or corroded parts 
In accordance with Part 2C of the section en¬ 
titled “Accomplishment Instructions” of 
Hawker Siddeley Aviation Ltd. Service Bul¬ 
letin No. 57/25. dated October 15. 1973. or an 
PAA-approved equivalent, and continue to 
inspect In the areas specified and at the In¬ 
tervals established in paragraphs (a) and 
(b) of this AD, as required. 

(d) Within the next 1000 hours time In 
service after the effective date of this AD, 
unless already accomplished, install strength¬ 
ened gusset plates to reinforce the outer and 
center aileron hinge ribs at both the right 
and left wings. In accordance with Modifi¬ 
cation 4873 as described In Part 2, entitled 
“Accomplishment Instructions*’ of Hawker 


Siddeley Aviation Ltd. Service Bulletin No. 
57/28, dated January 2. 1974, or an FAA-ap- 
proved equivalent. 

(e) Within the next 1000 hours time la 
service after the effective date of this AD, 
unless already accomplished, install rein¬ 
forcing straps at the top and bottom sur¬ 
faces of the aileron spar area of both the 
right and left wings at the outboard aileron 
hinge positions, in accordance with Modifica¬ 
tion 4874 as described in Part 2, entitled “Ac¬ 
complishment Instructions” of Hawker Sid¬ 
deley Aviation Ltd. Service Bulletin No. 67/ 
27, dated January 2. 1974, or an FAA- 
approved equivalent. 

(f) Within the next 1000 hours time in 
service after the effective date of this AD, 
unless already accomplished, install the re¬ 
inforcing plates on the right and left wing 
tips on the rear diaphragm In accordance 
with Modification 4875 as described In Part 
2, entitled “Accomplishment Instructions” 
of Hawker Siddeley Aviation Ltd. Service 
Bulletin No. 57/26, dated January 2, 1974, 
or an FAA-approved equivalent. 

(g) Upon accomplishment of the modifi¬ 
cation specified In paragraphs (d), (e). and 
(f) of this AD. the inspections required by 
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this AD, may be 
terminated. 

Issued In Washington, D.C. on April 
30, 1976. 

J. A. Ferraresk. 

Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 

|FR Doc.76-13147 Filed 6-5-76; 8:45 am J 


[ 14 CFR Part 39 ] 

[Docket No. 15694) 

MESSERSCHMITT-BOLKOW-BLOHM 
MODEL BO-105 HELICOPTERS 

Airworthiness Directives 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding 
an airworthiness directive applicable 
to Messerschmitt-Bolkow-Blohm (MBB) 
Model BO-105 helicopters. There has 
been a report of cracks occurring in the 
main rotor hub quadruple nuts on MBB 
Model BO-105 helicopters, failure of 
which could result In the loss of the main 
rotor. Since this condition is likely to 
exist or develop in other helicopters of 
the same type design the proposed air¬ 
worthiness directive would require pe¬ 
riodic inspections and the replacement, 
as necessary, of the quadruple nuts and 
associated bolts on the main rotor hub 
of MBB Model BO-105 helicopters. 

Interested persons are Invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
docket number and be submitted in du¬ 
plicate to the Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration. Office of the Chief Counsel, At¬ 
tention: Rules Docket, AGC-24, 800 In¬ 
dependence Avenue S.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20591. All communications received 
on or before June 4, 1976, will be con¬ 
sidered by the Administrator before tak¬ 
ing action upon the proposed rule. The 
proposals contained in this notice may 
be changed in the light of comments 
received. All comments will be available, 
both before and after the closing date 


for comments, hi the rules docket for 
examination by interested persons. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1968 (49 U8C 1354(a). 1421, 
and 1423), and of section 6(c) of the De¬ 
partment of Transportation Act (49 U8C 
1655(c)).) 

§ 39.13 l Amended j 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations by 
adding the following new airworthiness 
directive: 

Messerschmitt-Bolkow-Blohm GmbH. Ap¬ 
plies to Model BO-105 helicopters, cer¬ 
tificated in all categories. 

Compliance is required as indicated. 

To prevent the possible failure of the main 
rotor hub quadruple nuts and the conse¬ 
quent loss of the main rotor, accomplish the 
following: 

(a) For main rotor hub quadruple nuts, 
P/N’s 105-14101.19 and 105-14101.20 and as¬ 
sociated bolts, P/N’s 106-14101.22 and 105- 
14101.23, with more than 1400 hours total 
time In service, within the next 100 hours 
time in service after the effective date of 
this AD, unless already accomplished within 
the last 200 hours time in service, and there¬ 
after at Intervals not to exceed 300 hours 
time In service from the last Inspection, re¬ 
move the quadruple nuts and associated 
bolts and Inspect them for cracks using a 
magnaflux process, or an FAA-approved 
equivalent. 

(b) If a crack is found in a nut or bolt 
during any of the inspections required by 
this AD, before further flight, replace the 
cracked pact with a serviceable part of the 
same part number. For parts installed as 
replacements, before the accumulation of 
1600 hours total time in service on the re¬ 
placement parts and thereafter at Inter¬ 
vals not to exceed 300 hours time in service 
from the last Inspection, remove the replace¬ 
ment quadruple nuts and associated bolts 
and Inspect them for cracks using a magna¬ 
flux process or an FAA-approved equivalent. 

(c) Before the accumulation of 2400 hours 
total time In service on a quadruple nut 
or bolt specified in paragraph (a) of this 
AD, replace the quadruple nuts and asso¬ 
ciated bolts with serviceable nuts and holts 
of the same part numbers and comply with 
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this AD for the 
replacement parts. 

(MBB Service Bulletin No. 10-18, dated 
July 18. 1975, covers this same subject). 

Issued in Washington. D.C. on April 30, 
1976. 

J. A. Ferrarese. 

Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 

|FR Doc.76-13146 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am) 


[14 CFR Part 71] 
f Airspace Docket No. 76-WA-4) 
DENVER, COLORADO 
Alteration of Terminal Control Area 
The Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) is considering an amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions that would center the Denver, 
Colo., TCA on the Denver-Stapleton dis¬ 
tance measuring equipment (DME) and 
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redefine certain lateral boundaries and 
floor altitudes of the TCA. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket 
number and be submitted in triplicate to 
the Director, Rocky Mountain Region, 
Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Division. 
Federal Aviation Administration, 10455 
East 25th Avenue, Aurora, Colo. 80010. 
All communications received within 30 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration. Office 
of the Chief Counsel, Attention: Rule 
Docket, AGC-24, 800 Independence Ave¬ 
nue SW., Washington, D.C. 20591. An 
informal docket also will be available for 
examination at the office of the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. 

Request for copies of this Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making should be ad¬ 
dressed to the Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration, Office of Public Affairs, Atten¬ 
tion: Public Information Center, APA- 
230, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20591. 

This proposal is a result of a continu¬ 
ous evaluation of the airspace seeking to 
provide the best possible service to the 
airspace users. 

The TCA would be redescribed based 
on the Denver-Stapleton distance meas¬ 
uring equipment (DME), colocated with 
the ILS transmitter serving Runway 
26L. Tliis change will permit the use of 
DME to determine the TCA horizontal 
boundaries. In addition, the following 
TCA lateral boundaries and floor alti¬ 
tudes are proposed to be redescribed. 

1. The surface to 11,000 feet area 
would be altered to provide additional 
airspace for aircraft operating in the 
Arapahoe County Airport pattern. 

2. Deletion of that portion of the pres¬ 
ent TCA located west of longitude 105* 
11'00"W. would provide additional air¬ 
space in the area west of Denver over 
rising terrain and thus facilitate the 
pilot’8 ability to circumnavigate the TCA. 

3. Lowering the present TCA floor from 
10,000 feet to 9,000 feet MSL in new 
Area F is required to protect the local¬ 
izer back course instrument approach to 
present Runway 17R and (future run¬ 
way 17L). 

4. Lowering the present 8.000 feet and 
10,000 feet MSL TCA floors to 7,500 feet 
MSL and 8,400 feet MSL in new Areas 
G and D is required to protect that por¬ 
tion of the military instrument ap¬ 
proach procedures to the Buckley Air 
National Guard Air Base which is con¬ 
ducted at and above 7,500 feet MSL. 
Military aircraft conducting these ap¬ 
proaches descend from 7,500 feet MSL 
(at a point located approximately 8 
miles southeast of Buckley ANGB) to a 
minimum altitude of 6,400 feet MSL 
prior to entering the Buckley ANGB Air¬ 
port Traffic Area. 


5. The present circular TCA area 
floored at 6,400 feet around Sky Ranch 
Airport would be eliminated due to the 
closure and relocation of aircraft from 
that airport. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations by revising the 
Denver. Colo., TCA to read as follows: 

Denver, Colorado Terminal Control Area 

PRIM ART AIRPORT 

Denver-Stapleton International (latitude 
39*46'55" N.. longitude 104"62'46' W.) 

Denver-Stapleton distance measuring 
equipment (DME) antenna (latitude 39*45’ 
15" N.. longitude 104°51'49" W.) 

BOUNDARIES 

AREA A —Tbat airspace extending upward 
from the surface to and including 11,000 feet 
MSL within an area bounded by a line be¬ 
ginning at the Denver VORTAC (latitude 
39*51 *39" N., longitude 104*45 08" W.) thence 
south via the Denver VORTAC 180* T (167* 
M) radi&ls to and west along Oolfax Avenue 
to and south along a line 2.5-mlles east of 
and parallel to the extended centerline of 
8 tapleton International Airport Runway 17L/ 
35L to and along a line of 6.5-miles south of 
and parallel to the extended centerline of 
Stapleton International Airport Runway 
26L/8R to and clockwise along a 10-mile 
radius arc of Stapleton International Air¬ 
port DME antenna to and south along the 
360* T (347* M) radial of the Denver VORTAC 
to the point of beginning and that airspace 
north of Denver between the 10- and 11-mile 
radius arcs of the Stapleton International 
Airport DME antenna bounded on the east 
by the Denver VORTAC 360° T (347° M) 
radial and on the west by a line 6-miles west 
of and parallel to the extended centerline 
of Stapleton International Airport Runway 
17R/36L, excluding Prohibited Area Rr-26. 

AREA B —That airspace extending upward 
from 7,000 feet MSL to and Including 11,000 
feet MSL bounded on the north by the Den¬ 
ver VORTAC 093* T (080* M) radial, on the 
west of Denver VORTAC 180* T radial, on the 
south by Colf&x Avenue, on the east by a 
15-mlle radius arc of Stapleton International 
Airport DME antenna. 

AREA O —That airspace extending upward 
from 8,000 feet MSL to and including 11,000 
feet MSL within a 15-mile radius of Stapleton 
International Airport DME antenna, exclud¬ 
ing areas A, B, and Q. and that area between 
the south boundary of area G and the 10-mlle 
radius arc of Stapleton International Airport 
DME antenna. 

AREA D —That airspace extending upward 
from 8,400 feet MSL to and including 11,000 
feet MSL between the 15-mile and 20-mlle 
radius circles centered on Stapleton Inter¬ 
national DME antenna bounded on the north 
by the southern boundary of area P and on 
the southwest by a line 2.5-mlles southwest 
of and parallel to the extended centerline of 
Buckley Air National Guard Air Base runway 
14/32. 

AREA E —That airspace extending upward 
from 10,000 feet MSL to and Including 11,000 
feet MSL between the 16-mllo and 20-mlle 
radius circles centered on Stapleton Inter¬ 
national Airport DME antenna excluding 
Area D and F. and that area west of longitude 
105*11 '00" W, 

AREA F —That airspace extending upward 
from 9,000 feet MSL to and including 11,000 
feet MSL between the 16-mile and 20-mile 
radius circles centered on Stapleton' Inter¬ 
national DME antenna bounded on the north 
by the Denver VORTAC 093* T (080* M) 
radial and oh the south by Interstate High¬ 
way 70 and that airspace north of Denver 


bounded on the east by the Denver VORTAC 
360° T (347° M) radial and on the west by 
a line 6-miles west of and parallel to th* 
extended centerline of Stapleton Interna¬ 
tional Airport Runway 17R/36L. 

AREA G —That airspace extending upward 
from 7,500 feet MSL to and Including 11,000 
feet MSL within an area bounded on the 
north by the southern boundary of Area A 
and B, on the southeast by the 35-milo 
radius arc of the Stapleton International 
Airport DME antenna, on the south by a line 
8.6 miles south of and parallel to the ex¬ 
tended centerline of Stapleton Internationa] 
Airport Runway 26L/8R, on the southwest by 
a line 2.5 miles southwest of and parallel to 
the extended centerline of Buckley Air Na¬ 
tional Guard Base runway 14/32 and on the 
west by the 10-mlle radius arc of the Staple- 
ton International Airport DME antenna 

Tliis amendment is proposed under the 
authority of Sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.8.C. 1348<a>) 
and Sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)». 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April 
28, 1976. 

William E. Broadwater, 

Chief , Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division 
I PR Doc.76-13006 Piled 5-6-76:8:45 am| 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

(Airspace Docket No. 76-EA-271 

FEDERAL AIRWAY 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) is considering an amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions that would realign V-260 from 
Hopewell, Va.. to Cofleld, N.C. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments a.s 
they may desire. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket number and 
be submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Eastern Region, Attention: Chief, Air 
Traffic Division, Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, Federal Building, John F. 
Kennedy International Airport, Jamaica 
N.Y. 11430. All communications received 
on or before June 7, 1976 will be con¬ 
sidered before action is taken on the pro¬ 
posed amendment. The proposal con¬ 
tained in this notice may be changed in 
the light of comments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, AGC-24, 800 Independence Ave¬ 
nue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20591. An 
informal docket also will be available for 
examination at the office of the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. Request for 
copies of this Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making should be addressed to the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Infor¬ 
mation Center, APA-230, 800 Independ¬ 
ence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 
20591. 

The proposed amendment would re¬ 
align V-260 from over Hopewell, Va . via 
Franklin, Va., to Cofleld, N.C. 
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The proposed realignment would pro¬ 
vide continuous preferential routing with 
charted radials, distance and minimum 
en route altitudes between Franklin. Va. f 
and Cofleld, N.C. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and Sec. 6(c) of 
the Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1655(c)).) 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on 
April 30. 1976. 

William E. Broadwater. 

Chief, Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division . 

(FR Doc.76-13149 Filed 6-8-78;8:45 am) 


[14 CFR Part 75] 

[ Airspace Docket No. 76-NW-10) 

EXTENSION OF A JET ROUTE 
Proposed Rule Making 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) is considering an amendment to 
Part 75 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions that would extend an existing jet 
route from Seattle. Wash., VORTAC to 
Vancouver, British Columbia, VORTAC. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num¬ 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Northwest Region. Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, FAA Building. Boe¬ 
ing Held, Seattle, Wash. 98108. All com¬ 
munications received on or before June 
7, 1976 will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
The proposal contained In this, notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, AGC-24, 800 Independence Ave¬ 
nue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20591. An 
informal docket also will be available for 
examination at the office of the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. Request for 
copies of this Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making should be addressed to the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration. Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Infor¬ 
mation Center, APA-230, 800 Indepen¬ 
dence Avenue, S.W„ Washington, D.C. 
20591. 

The proposed amendment would ex¬ 
tend Jet Route 5 from Seattle, Wash., 
VORTAC to Vancouver, British Colum¬ 
bia, VORTAC. 

The extension of this Jet route would 
conserve flight time and fuel as well as 
facilitate Air Traffic Control Operations. 

(Sec. 807(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1968 (49 US.C. 1348(a)) and Sec. 6(c) of 
the Department of Transportation Act (49 
tf-S.C. 1655(c)).) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April 
30,1976. 

William E. Broadwater, 

Chief . Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. 

1FR Doc.76-13148 Filed 6-5-76;8:46 ami 


Federal Railroad Administration 
[ 49 CFR Part 215 ] 

| Docket No. RSFC-S. Notice 11 
RAILROAD FREIGHT CARS 
Initial Periodic Inspection 

The Federal Railroad Administration 
(FRA) is considering extension of the 
period allowed for completion of initial 
periodic inspection of railroad freight 
cars required by section 215.25 of the 
FRA Railroad Freight Car Safety Stand¬ 
ards (49 CFR §215.25). Conforming 
amendments would also be made in sec¬ 
tions 215.11, 215.223, and 215.225 to re¬ 
flect the extension (49 CFR § § 215.11, 
215.223 and 215.225). 

Section 215.25 now provides that a rail¬ 
road freight car may not be operated 
after December 31, 1976 if the car has 
not been given its initial periodic inspec¬ 
tion. Sections 215.11, 215.223 and 215.225 
contain provisions that are interwoven 
with these Inspections. These provisions 
envisioned that performance of the ini¬ 
tial periodic inspection would furnish 
detailed information concerning the 
equipment to enable the railroads to 
fully comply with the requirements of 
these sections. 

The Railroad Freight Car Safety 
Standards were issued by FRA on No¬ 
vember 12, 1973 (38 FR 32224) and be¬ 
came effective on January 1, 1974. On 
December 31, 1975, the Association of 
American Railroads (AAR) filed a peti¬ 
tion requesting amendment of § 215.25 
to extend the time frame within which 
railroad freight cars must receive their 
initial periodic inspection until Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1980. Union Tank Car Company 
filed a similar petition in support of the 
Association of American Railroads on 
April 6, 1976. FRA has also received a 
number of communications from other 
parties indicating that a modification of 
this provision may be warranted. 

The petition filed by the AAR con¬ 
tends that a four year extension of the 
period for completion of initial periodic 
inspections of all freight cars Is required 
for several reasons. The AAR notes that 
the initial regulation allowed only a three 
period to accomplish a program which 
utilizes a four year cycle. Furthermore, 
revisions to these regulations were made 
as late as July 1974 and the uniform 
procedures for the performance of peri¬ 
odic inspections were not approved until 
August 28, 1974. The AAR urges that 
the industry-wide shortages of wheels, 
couplers, truck sides, bolsters, and yokes 
in addition to adverse economic develop¬ 
ments which include a 33 percent in¬ 
crease in material costs, a 15 percent In¬ 
crease in labor cost and a decline in busi¬ 
ness with a resultant furlough of work¬ 
ers, justify its request for a four year 
extension. Finally, the AAR urges that 
management of an efficient program to 
accomplish this initial Inspection task 
which involves the negotiation of agree¬ 
ments with private shops and the poten¬ 
tial difficulty of locating some equipment 
as the number of remaining cars de¬ 
creases, provides Justification for the 
proposed modification. 


After carefully reviewing the AAR 
petition, the Union Tank Car Company 
supporting petition, and the other infor¬ 
mation at its disposal FRA believes that 
a lesser extension of the provisions re¬ 
lating to the date within which railroad 
freight cars must receive their initial 
periodic inspection is warranted. The 
AAR petition is correct concerning the 
dates of FRA action to revise the regula¬ 
tion and to approve the uniform periodic 
inspection procedure. Industry wide 
shortages of freight car components did 
exist generally between mid 1974 and mid 
1975. These shortages, the price in¬ 
creases, labor cost increases and the de¬ 
cline in business are factors which 
affected the ability of the railroads to 
accomplish the initial periodic inspec¬ 
tion program. These are also factors 
over which the railroads had no control 
and are factors which FRA did not en¬ 
vision when the regulations w f ere issued. 

However, FRA is concerned about cer¬ 
tain other factors w T hich are involved in 
any proposal to modify the regulatory 
provisions. The Intent of the Railroad 
Freight Car Safety Standards was to 
ensure that a thorough periodic inspec¬ 
tion w ? as given to all freight cars as a 
means of improving the safety of rail¬ 
road operations. In order to permit 
thorough initial periodic inspections to 
be accomplished as rapidly as possible 
FRA structured its regulations to per¬ 
mit a variety of parties actually to con¬ 
duct the initial periodic inspection. FRA 
regulations contained provisions that 
were designed to provide each railroad 
with sufficient authority to ensure that 
thorough periodic inspections are con¬ 
ducted by other parties. This was accom¬ 
plished by the requirement that the 
initial operating carrier’s reporting 
marks be placed on the car subsequent 
to the performance of the periodic in¬ 
spection. 

The railroads have elected to conduct 
lengthy negotiation efforts concerning 
the subsequent responsibilities of the 
concerned parties for any monetary 
losses including monetary penalties that 
may be assessed by FRA as a result of 
deficient periodic inspection work. The 
negotiations had the effect of practically 
halting the inspection of the privately- 
owned freight car fleet of about 300,000 
cars. The negotiations also delayed the 
performance of periodic inspections 
under the AAR interchange rules. 
The significance of this delay is partly 
reflected by the results of an FRA 
survey which indicates that slightly 
less than 25 percent of the gen¬ 
eral car fleet had been inspected by the 
end of 1975. This information also sug¬ 
gests that some railroads have been de¬ 
laying the inspection of their cars in 
anticipation of a four year extension of 
the period for completing initial periodic 
Inspections since the railroads have failed 
to accomplish anything but minimal ad¬ 
herence to the programs submitted by 
each railroad to FRA in compliance with 
the current provisions of § 215.25(c), 
Furthermore, FRA is concerned by the 
fact that most railroads have chosen to 
inspect their newer cars first. 
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FRA has carefully evaluated all of the 
available information and concluded 
that some extension of the period within 
which the initial periodic inspection of 
freight cars must be completed appears 
to be appropriate. FRA believes that the 
facts warrant a maximum two year ex¬ 
tension of time. This additional time, 
coupled with work previously performed 
and the ability to accomplish inspection 
work in the remaining portion of 1976, 
will provide adequate time for all rail¬ 
roads and private car owners to complete 
the initial periodic inspection of the 
freight car fleet. In concluding that the 
facts and arguments advanced by the 
railroads and private car owners do not 
appear to justify a four year extension 
of time, FRA has considered the intent 
of this particular regulatory provision to 
enhance the safety of railroad operations 
and the fact that the railroads have had 
some measure of control over the ac¬ 
tions which are causing the delay in the 
effectiveness of these standards. 

Moreover, the information available to 
FRA does not justify a total extension of 
two years for all freight cars. Freight cars 
built prior to January 1, 1957 are ap¬ 
proaching 20 years or more of age and 
will have travelled an estimated mini¬ 
mum average of between 350,000 to 400,- 
000 miles in general service. There are 
approximately 700,000 freight cars, built 
prior to January 1, 1957, currently in 
service and FRA believes that these cars 
should promptly be given their initial 
periodic inspection. Thus, FRA proposes 
to revise Section 215.25 and require in 
paragraph (a) that all railroad freight 
cars, constructed before January 1, 1957, 
be given their initial periodic inspection 
by December 31,1977. 

In proposing to provide a two year 
time extension for the completion of the 
initial periodic inspection of subsequently 
built cars, FRA is acting to preclude the 
use of these cars from transporting spec¬ 
ified hazardous materials until such 
time as the cars have received their 
initial periodic inspection. Thus, FRA 
proposes to require in paragraph (b) 
that railroad freight cars, constructed 
after December 31, 1956, be given their 
initial periodic inspection by Decem¬ 
ber 31. 1978, unless that car is used to 
transport materials assigned the hazard 
class of “Flammable Gas", “Poison A” 
or “Class A Explosive** in 5 172.101 of 
Chapter I of this title (41 FR 15998) in 
which event the car must receive its uni- 
tlal periodic inspection by January 1, 
1978. 

As noted previously the proposed re¬ 
vision of § 215.25 will necessitate con¬ 
forming changes in related provisions. 
Thus, FRA is proposing that “Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1976** be changed to “Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1978** in §8 215.11 (stenciling), 
215.223 (prohibited cars) and 215.225 
(restricted cars). 

Interested persons are invited to parti¬ 
cipate in the proceeding by submitting 
written data, views, or comments. FRA 
does not anticipate scheduling an op¬ 
portunity for oral comment as the facts 
do not appear to warrant it An oppor¬ 
tunity to present oral comments will be 
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provided, however, if requested by any 
interested person prior to June 1, 1976. 
Communications should identify the 
docket number and notice number 
(RSFC-5, Notice 1), and should be sub¬ 
mitted in triplicate to the Docket Clerk, 
Office of the Chief Counsel, Federal Rail¬ 
road Administration, 400 Seventh Street. 
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590. Com¬ 
munications received before June 30, 
1976 will be considered by the Federal 
Railroad Administrator before final ac¬ 
tion is taken on the proposed amend¬ 
ments. Comments received after that 
date will be considered to the extent 
practical. The proposals contained in 
this notice may be changed in light of 
the comments received. All comments 
received will be available for examina¬ 
tion by interested persons during regular 
business hours in Room 5101, Nassif 
Building, 400 Seventh Street. S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. 

In consideration of the foregoing it is 
proposed to amend Part 215 as set forth 
below. 

1. It is proposed to amend 5 215.11 by 
substituting “December 31, 1978“ for 
“December 31, 1976“, in paragraphs <b), 
(c)(7) and (e)(1) (i), as follows: 

§215.11 Stenciling. 

• • • • • 

(b) After December 31, 1974, each 
railroad freight car described In 
5 215.225(a) which has received its ini¬ 
tial periodic inspection under § 215.25 or 
which the railroad knows, or has notice, 
that it is described under § 215.225, and 
after December 31, 1978, every car de¬ 
scribed in 8 215.225(a), must be stenciled 
or otherwise displayed in clearly legible 
letters on each side as follows: • * • 

(c) • • • 

(7) After December 31. 1978, except 
for a car originally constructed or recon¬ 
ditioned within the period required by 
8 215.25 for periodic Inspection, the sym¬ 
bol “INSP“ followed by— 


(e) • • • 

( 1 ) • • • 

(i) After December 31,1978, inspected 
as prescribed by 5 215.27 unless stencil¬ 
ing or other display under paragraph (c) 
(7) of this section indicates that the car 
otherwise complies with the inspection 
requirements of 5 215.25; and 

• • • • • 

2. It is proposed to revise 5 215.25 by 
amending paragraph (a), adding a new 
paragraph (b) and redesignating para¬ 
graphs (b) and (c) as paragraphs (c) 
and (d), respectively, as follows: 

§ 215.25 Periodic inspection required. 

(a) Cars Constructed Before Janu¬ 
ary 1, 1957. 

After December 31, 1977, railroad 
freight cars that were originally con¬ 
structed before January 1, 1957 may not 
be operated unless— 

(1) In the case of cars other than high 
utilization cars, the car was inspected as 
prescribed by 8 215.27 within the preced¬ 
ing 48 months or was originally con¬ 


structed or reconditioned within the pre¬ 
ceding 90 months; and 

(2) In the case of high utilization cars, 
the car was inspected as prescribed by 
8 215.27 within the preceding 12 months 
or was originally constructed or recondi¬ 
tioned within the preceding 24 months. 
However, a high utilization car for which 
a railroad maintains and makes available 
to the Federal Railroad Administration 
a mileage record sufficient to show that 
the car traveled less than 25,000 miles 
during the preceding 12 months may lx? 
operated if that car meets the inspection 
requirements of paragraph (a) (1) of this 
section and Is stenciled in accordance 
with § 215.11(c)(6). 

<b) Cars Constructed after Decem¬ 
ber 31 t 1956. After December 31, 1977, 
railroad freight cars constructed after 
December 31, 1956, may not be used to 
transport materials assigned the hazard 
Class of “Flammable Gas“, “Poison A“ or 
“Class A Explosives** in § 172.101 of 
Chapter I of this title (41 FR 15998) and, 
after December 31. 1978, railroad freight 
cars constructed after December 31,1956, 
may not be operated unless— 

(1) In the case of cars other than high 
utilization cars, the car was inspected as 
prescribed by § 215.27 within the pre¬ 
ceding 48 months or was originally con¬ 
structed or reconditioned within the pre¬ 
ceding 96 months; and 

(2) In the case of high utilization cars, 
the car was inspected as prescribed by 
8 215.27 within the preceding 12 months 
or was originally constructed or recon¬ 
ditioned within the preceding 24 months. 
However, a high utilization car for which 
a railroad maintains and makes available 
to the Federal Railroad Administration 
a mileage record sufficient to show that 
the car traveled less than 25,000 miles 
during the preceding 12 months may be 
operated if that car meets the inspection 
requirements of paragraph (a)(1) of this 
section and is stenciled in accordance 
with 8 215.11(c)(6). 

(c) For the purpose of this section, a 
“high utilization car** is a car—(l) 
Specifically equipped to carry trucks, 
automobiles, containers, trailers, or re¬ 
movable trailer bodies for the transpor¬ 
tation of freight; or 

(2) Assigned to a train which operates 
in a continuous round trip cycle between 
the same two points. 

(d) Before June 1. 1974, each railroad 
that is in operation on January 1, 1974, 
and has in service railroad freight cars 
to which this part applies shall submit to 
the Federal Railroad Administrator for 
approval under 8 215.29 three copies of a 
program to bring all those cars Into com¬ 
pliance with paragraphs (a) and (b) of 
this section by January 1, 1977. Each 
railroad that commences operations 
after January 1, 1974, shall submit a 
program to the Administrator for ap¬ 
proval at least 90 days before the date it 
commences operations. Each program 
submitted to the Administrator for ap¬ 
proval must include procedures to be fol¬ 
lowed by inspection personnel to assure 
compliance with all applicable require¬ 
ments of this part. 
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3. It is proposed to amend § 215.223(c) 
to read as follows: 

$ 215.223 Prohibited car*. 

• • • • • 

ic> December 31.1978. 

• » • • • 

4. It is proposed to amend § 215.225(b) 
to read by substituting “December 31, 
1978" for "December 31, 1976", as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 21.225 Ke^tricictl Car*. 

(b) Subject to the requirements of 
paragraph (d) of this section, a railroad 
may operate railroad freight cars de¬ 
scribed in paragraph (a) of this section 
only under conditions approved by the 
Federal Railroad Administrator, after 
December 31,1974. if the car has received 
its Initial periodic inspection under 
5 215.25 or the railroad knows or has 
notice that the car is equipped with the 
design or component; or December 31, 
1978. Petitions for approval must be sub¬ 
mitted to the Administrator in triplicate 
at least 90 days before the date the ap¬ 
proval is requested to become effective. 
Each petition for approval must state: 

• • • * • 

(•‘Sec. 202, 84 Stat. 971, (46 U. 8 .C. 431) and 
3 i.49(n) of the regulations of the Secretary 
of Transportation 49 CFR 1.49(n).) 

Issued In Washington, D.C. on April 
30.1976. 

Asaph H. Hall, 
Administrator. 

(PR Doc.76-13130 Piled 5-5-76:8:43 amj 


National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[ 49 CFR Part 571 ] 

(Docket No. 75-8; Notice 41 

LAMPS, REFLECTIVE DEVICES, AND 
ASSOCIATED EQUIPMENT 

Proposed Two-Lamp Rectangular 
Headlamp System 

This notice changes the proposal pub¬ 
lished on April 15. 1976 (41 FR 15870), 
that would amend 49 CFR 571.108. Motor 
Vehicle Safety Standard No. 108. Lamps, 
Reflective Devices and Associated Equip¬ 
ment, to allow use of a two-lamp rec¬ 
tangular headlamp system, (Docket No. 
76-8; Notice 3). 

Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 
108 requires that specified items of motor 
vehicle lighting equipment “shall be de¬ 
signed to conform" to the SAE Stand¬ 
ards or Recommended Practices incor¬ 
porated by reference in Tables I and III 
of the standard. As the agency has com¬ 
mented before (37 FR 22803), this lan¬ 
guage is basically inappropriate for a 
motor vehicle safety standard which 
should be worded so as to leave no doubt 
whether a particular product whe n test - 
ed is in conformity. Accordingly, NHTSA 
intends to propose in the next few 
months, as part of a comprehensive re¬ 
vision of the lighting standard, that all 
lighting equipment (other than a Type 
2B headlamp) eventually be required “to 
conform" to the referenced SAE mate¬ 
rials. As part of the agency’s plan, Notice 
3 proposed that the two-lamp rectangu¬ 
lar system “fehall conform" with SAE 
Recommended Practice J1132 as of the 
amendment’s proposed effective date— 
the publication date of the final rule. 

General Motors (GM) has objected to 
this aspect of the proposal, saying that it 
would establish a more stringent stand¬ 
ard for the two-lamp rectangular system 


than for other headlamp systems. Be¬ 
cause of the importance of this rule¬ 
making action GM has asked NHTSA to 
change the proposal, to require that Type 
2B headlamps only be “designed to con¬ 
form". The agency agrees, on the basis 
that from the standpoint of regulatory 
symmetry it is preferable to have a uni¬ 
form effective date on which all light¬ 
ing “shall conform". In addition there 
are certain aspects of the forthcoming 
major Notice which would affect a Type 
2B headlamp in other ways. Accordingly 
the agency is changing Notice 3 to pro¬ 
pose that each Type 2B headlamp shall 
be “designed to conform” to SAE Recom¬ 
mended Practice J1132. If Standard No. 
108 is amended to allow use of Type 2B 
headlamps, then a further proposal will 
follow in due course that a Type 2B head¬ 
lamp “shall conform" not only with J1132 
but also with the photometries and other 
aspects affecting all headlamps that may 
have ben proposed in the interim. 

The agency is also providing an ad¬ 
ditional two weeks in which to comment 
on the two-lamp rectangular headlamp 
proposal. Comments are now due as of 
the close of business June 25. 1976. 

In consideration of the foregoing, in 
FR Doc. 76-10418 appearing in the issue 
of April 15, 1976, the phrase “Each Type 
2B headlamp shall conform" appearing 
Rt the beginning of the final sentence of 
proposed 84.1.1.34(a) is changed to read: 
“Each Type 2B headlamp shall be de¬ 
signed to conform • • • 

(Sec. 103, 119, Pub. L. 89-663, 80 Stat. 718 
(16 U.S.C. 1392, 1407); delegations of author¬ 
ity at 49 CFR 1.60 and 49 CFR 501 8 ) 

Issued on April 30,1976. 

Robert L, Carter. 

Associate Administrator, 
Motor Vehicle Programs. 

I FR Doc.78-13255 Filed 6-3-76; 5 :10 pmj 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

fCM-6/51 ] 

OVERSEAS SCHOOLS ADVISORY COUNCIL 
Meeting 

The Executive Committee of the Over¬ 
seas Schools Advisory Council, Depart¬ 
ment of State, will meet Thursday, May 
27. 1976, 9:30 AM in the Twelfth Floor 
Conference Room at the U.S. Mission to 
the United Nations. 799 United Nations 
Plaza, New York. New York 10017. 

Agenda items scheduled for discussion 
are as follows: 

L Welcome to Council Members and 
Explanation of the Purpose of the Meet¬ 
ing 

II. Status Report of the 1975/1976 
•"Fair Share” Presentation 

m. Proposed Council Activities in the 
Second Phase of OSAC’s Program of As¬ 
sistance to the Overseas Schools and the 
TJ.S. Business and Foundation Commu¬ 
nity 

A. Progress Report Relating to Local 
Fund-Raising Activities Planned by the 
Schools and Participation of the Re¬ 
gional Associations 

B. Further Discussion of Specific Proj¬ 
ects to Be Undertaken by the Council 

C. Report of Membership of UJS. Busi¬ 
ness and Foundation Executives on 
Boards of Directors of Overseas Schools 
In 1975/1976 and Encouragement of 
Greater Participation Required Because 
of Second Phase 

D. Assistant Secretary John M. 
Thomas’ Letter to U.S. Chiefs of Mission 

E. Council’s Letter to Heads of U.S. 
Business Firms and Foundations 

IV. Selection of Date for Full Council 
Meeting 

For purposes of fulfilling building se¬ 
curity requirements, anyone wishing to 
attend the meeting should call Ms. Judy 
Knott, Office of Overseas Schools, De¬ 
partment of State, Washington. D.C., 
Area Code 703-235-9600. prior to May 27. 
The public may participate in discus¬ 
sions, at the Chairman’s Instructions. 

Dated: April 28.1976. 

Ernest N. Mannino, 
Executive Secretary , 
Overseas Schools Advisory CounciL 

IFR Doc.76-13161 Filed 5-5-76,8:45 am] 


[CM-6/53] 

SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

A meeting of the Subcommittee on 
Maritime Law of the Shipping Coordinat¬ 
ing Committee will be held at 10:00 a.m. 
on Friday, June 18. 1976, in Room 1408 
of the Department of State, 2201 C Street, 


NW., Washington, D.C. The meeting will 
be open to the public. 

The Secretary-General of the Inter¬ 
governmental Maritime Consultative Or¬ 
ganization (IMCO) has approved the 
convening November 1-19. 1976, in 

London of an International Conference 
on Limitation of Liability for Maritime 
Claims. The purpose of the Conference 
is to investigate the possible adoption of 
a revised Instrument to replace the 1957 
Convention relating to the Limitation of 
the Liability of Owners of Sea-Going 
Ships. 

The purpose of the meeting is to solicit 
points of view to be considered in 
formulating the U.S. position regarding 
the Conference. 

Any questions concerning this meeting 
should be directed to Mr. John R. Crook, 
Office of the Legal Adviser, Department 
of State. He may be reached by telephone 
on (area code 202) 632-1571. 

Comments from the public will be wel¬ 
comed. 

John P. Stkinmetz, 

Acting Director, 
Office of Maritime Affairs. 

April 27,1976. 

[FR Doc.76-13163 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


ICM-6/52] 

INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND 
TELEPHONE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

The Department of State annou nces 
that Study Group 1 of the U.S. CCITT 
National Committee will meet on June 2. 
1976 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 752 of the 
Federal Communications Commission. 
1919 M St.. NW., Washington, D.C. This 
Study Group deals with U.S. Government 
regulatory aspects of international tele¬ 
graph and telephone operations and 
tariffs. 

The meeting will consider the develop¬ 
ment of a U.S. p ositio n to be taken at an 
international CCITT meeting now sched¬ 
uled for July 7-9, 1976 in Geneva, 
Switzerland on the question of the inter¬ 
national monetary unit to be utilized in 
the settlement of accounts in interna¬ 
tional telecommunications relations. 

Members of the general public may at¬ 
tend the meeting and join in the discus¬ 
sions subject to instructions of the Chair¬ 
man. Admittance of public members will 
be limited to the seating available. 

Dated: April 28,1976. 

Gordon L. Huffcutt, 
Acting Director , Office of /«- 
ternational Communications 
Policy . 

]FR Doc.76-13162 Filed 5-5-76.8:45 am] 


I Public Notice CM-6/54] 

NORTHWEST ATLANTIC FISHERIES 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Notice of Closed Meeting 

In accordance with Section 10(d) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act, 
notice is given that the Northwest At¬ 
lantic Fisheries Advisory Committee to 
the U.S. Commissioners to the Inter¬ 
national Commission for the Northwest 
Atlantic Fisheries (ICNAF), will hold a 
meeting on Tuesday, May 25,1976, at the 
John F. Kennedy Federal Building in 
Boston, Massachusetts. 

The meeting will be devoted to dis¬ 
cussions on and development of the U.S. 
negotiating position for the Annual 
Meeting of ICNAF, to be held May 31 to 
June 23, 1976. Pursuant to Section 4 of 
the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Act of 
1950, which provides that ‘‘the Advisory 
Committee * * * shall be given full op¬ 
portunity to examine and to be heard on 
all proposed programs of investigation, 
reports, and recommendations of the 
United States Commisisoners • • •" 
the members of the Advisory Committee 
will examine the possible positions to be 
taken by the U.S. Commissioners. This 
discussion will necessarily involve discus¬ 
sion of classified national security in¬ 
formation related to the Law of the Sea, 
the premature disclosure of which could 
reasonably be expected to cause damage 
to the national security (pursuant to 
Executive Order 11652) and would ad¬ 
versely affect the ability of the U.S. nego¬ 
tiators at the Annual Meeting to achieve 
U.S. fisheries and foreign policy objec¬ 
tives. As it has been determined that 
the meeting will involve discussion of 
matters exempt from public disclosure 
under 5 UJS.C. 552(b)(1) and that the 
public interest requires that such dis¬ 
cussions be withheld from disclosure, the 
meeting will not be open to the public. 

Dated: May 3,1976. 

Leo N. Schowengerdt. Jr., 

Office of Oceans and 
Fisheries Affairs. 

(FR Doc.76-13176 Filed 5-5-78;8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Office of the Secretary 
AC ADAPTERS FROM JAPAN 

Antidumping; Amendment of Withholding 
of Appraisement Notice 

A “Withholding of Appraisement No¬ 
tice” with respect to AC adapters from 
Japan was published in the Federal 
Register of April 8, 1976 (41 F.R. 14909). 

That notice is hereby amended by de¬ 
leting the last sentence of the first para- 
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graph and Inserting the following sen¬ 
tence: « 

“For the purposes of this investigation, 
the term ‘AC adapter’ does not include 
those AC adapters physically incorpo¬ 
rated into another finished electronic 
product prior to exportation or AC adapt¬ 
ers not physically incorporated into 
other finished products but included in 
the same package for sale at unitary 
price.” 

Dated: May 3,1976. 

David R. Macdonald, 
Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

[FR Doc.76-13167 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 amj 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Office of the Secretary 

OEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD NET TECHNI¬ 
CAL ASSESSMENT TASK FORCE 

Cancelled Meeting 

The Defense Science Board Net Tech¬ 
nical Assessment Task Force cancels its 
meeting scheduled for 5 and 6 May 1976 
at the Central Intelligence Agency, 
Langley, Virginia, as published in the 
Federal Register of April 9, 1976 *FR 
Doc. 76-10225). 

Dated: May 4,1976. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives, OASD (Comptroller ). 

I FR Doc.76-13460 FUed 6-6-76;ll:32 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration 

PRIVATE SECURITY ADVISORY COUNCIL; 

ARMED CAR COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Armored Car Committee of LEAA's Pri¬ 
vate Security Advisory Council (PSAC) 
will meet Monday and Tuesday, May 24 
& 25. 1976. The meeting will convene at 
9:30 a.m. May 24 in the 13th Floor Con¬ 
ference Room at LEAA Headquarters, 
633 Indiana Avenue, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. The meeting is scheduled to adjourn 
by Noon. May 25. 

This will be the first meeting of this 
new PSAC Committee. The Committee 
has been established to examine the 
specific nature of crime prevention serv¬ 
ices rendered by the armored car in¬ 
dustry, to identify problem areas, and to 
make recommendations to alleviate these 
problems. At this organizational meeting, 
the Committee will be introduced to the 
work of the PSAC, will consider the 
specific functions and needs of the in¬ 
dustry, and will begin to address its as¬ 
signment. The meeting will be open to 
the public. 

For further information, please con¬ 
tact: Mr. Irving Slott, Director, Program 
Evaluation and Monitoring Staff, Office 
of Regional Operations, LEAA, 633 


Indiana Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
20531. 202/376-3830. 

Jay A. Brozost, 
Attorney-Advisor, 
Office of General Counsel. 
[FR Doc.70-18189 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 amj 


PRIVATE SECURITY ADVISORY COUNCIL; 

LAW ENFORCEMENT/PRIVATE SECU¬ 
RITY RELATIONSHIPS COMM. 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Law 
Enforcemment/Private Security Rela¬ 
tionships Committee of LEAA’s Private 
Security Advisory Council (PSAC) will 
meet Thursday and Friday, May 27 & 
28, 1976. The meeting will convene at 
9:30 a.m. May 27 in the River Room. 
Jacksonville Hilton Hotel. 565 So. Main 
Street, Jacksonville. Florida. The meet¬ 
ing is scheduled to adjourn by Noon, May 
28. 

The Committee will continue to de¬ 
velop its study of the relationships be¬ 
tween public law enforcement and pri¬ 
vate security. Specific agenda items in¬ 
clude: development of a model code of 
ethics for private security personnel: re¬ 
view of a working paper on scope of legal 
authority for private security; and ex¬ 
amination of areas of conflict between 
public law enforcement and private se¬ 
curity. The meeting will be open to the 
public. 

For further information, please con¬ 
tact: Mr. Irving Slott, Director, Program 
Evaluation and Monitoring Staff, Office 
of Regional Operations, LEAA, 633 In¬ 
diana Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
20531. 202/376-3830. 

Jay A. Brozost, 
Attorney-Advisor, 
Office of General Counsel. 

{FR Doc.76-13188 Filed 5-5-76:8:46 am 1 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

SALMON DISTRICT MULTIPLE USE 
ADVISORY BOARD 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, in accordance 
with Public Law 92-463, that a meeting 
of the Salmon District Multiple Use Ad¬ 
visory Board will be held beginning at 
8:00 A.M., June 10, 1976, at Challis, 
Idaho. 

The Advisory Board was established to 
advise the Salmon District Manager on 
matters relating to the use, management, 
protection, and disposition of lands and 
resources administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management within its Salmon 
District of Idaho. 

The purpose of the meeting is to tour 
the Challis Planning Unit and familiar¬ 
ize the Board members writh the resources 
that are considered in the Challis Plan¬ 
ning Unit Grazing Environmental Im¬ 
pact Statement. 

The meeting is open to the public. 
It is expected that 10 persons will be able 


to attend the session in addition to the 
Board members. Such persons must pro¬ 
vide their own transportation on the 
tour. Interested persons may make writ¬ 
ten requests for attendance to the Ad¬ 
visory Board. Such requests should be 
made to the official listed below at least 
10 days prior to the meeting. Time will 
be made available from 4:30 to 5:00 
P.M. for interested persons to make 
statements to the Advisory Board. 

Further information concerning this 
meeting may be obtained from Harry 
R. Finlayson, District Manager, Bureau 
of Land Management, P.O. Box 430, Sal¬ 
mon, Idaho 83467, telephone 208-756- 
.2201. Minutes of the meeting will be 
available for public inspection and copy¬ 
ing 2 weeks after the meeting at the Sal¬ 
mon District Office, Highway 93 South, 
Salmon. Idaho. 

Harry R. Finlayson, 
District Manager. 

| FR Doc.76-I3155 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am| 


COOS BAY DISTRICT ADVISORY BOARD 
Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Coos 
Bay District Advisory Board will meet on 
June 2, 1976, commencing at 10:00 a.m.. 
in the Coos Bay District Office, Bureau of 
Land Management, 333 South Fourth 
Street, Coos Bay, Oregon. The agenda 
for the meeting includes a review of the 
Transition Quarter Timber Sale Plan 
and salvage program, tree improvement 
activities, YCC camp progress, oil and 
gas environmental analysis record, and a 
discussion of public interaction with tt*e 
planning system. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
It will be held in a room accommodating 
80 people. In addition to discusion of 
agenda topics by board members, there 
will be time for brief statements by non- 
xnembers. Persons wishing to make oral 
statements should so advise the chair¬ 
man or district manager prior to the 
meeting, to aid in scheduling the time 
available. Any Interested person may file 
a written statement for consideration by 
the board by sending it to the chairman 
in care of: Coos Bay District Manager, 
P.O. Box 1139, Coos Bay, Oregon 97420. 

Dated: April 28, 1976. 

Edward G. Stauber, 

Coos Bay District Manager. 

| FR Doc.76-13196 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 
District Advisory Board Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Grand 
Junction District, Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement, Multiple Use Advisory Board 
will meet June 29 and 30, 1976. 

The meeting will begin at 8:00 a.m., 
June 29. 1976, in the 3rd floor courtroom 
of the Federal Building, 4th and Rood, 
Grand Junction, Colorado. 

The agenda for the meeting Includes a 
thorough study of the management of 
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rivers in the Grand Junction District 
To achieve this, a one-day trip will be 
taken down the Colorado River followed 
by an indoor meeting on June 30 to de¬ 
velop recommendations on river man¬ 
agement to the District Manager. 

Other items on the agenda will in¬ 
clude consideration of projects for which 
advisory board funds will be expended, 
and a general report on the status of 
district programs. 

The meeting on June 30 is open to the 
public. It will begin at 8:30 a.m. and also 
be held at the location given before. The 
river trip on June 29 will be limited to 
advisory board members and Bureau of 
Land Management employees due to 
limited accommodations on the river 
trip. Interested persons may make brief 
oral presentations to the Board on 
June 30 or file written statements. Per¬ 
sons who wish to make oral statements 
should notify the Grand Junction Dis¬ 
trict Manager, P.O. Box 1509, Grand 
Junction, Colorado 81501 (Phone 303/ 
242/8515) prior to the meeting. 

Dale R. Andrus, 
State Director. 

JFR Doc.76-13197 Plied 5-5-76:8:45 ami 


lNev-0363381 

NEVADA 

Request for Renewal, in Part, of Withdrawn 
Lands and Request for Withdrawal of Ad¬ 
ditional Lands 

April 28,1978. 

The Corps of Engineers on behalf of 
the Department of the Air Force has filed 
the above application for renewal of the 
withdrawal authorized by Public Law 
87-310, approved September 26, 1961, 
as to the lands described below. The 
lands will continue to be segregated from 
all forms of appropriation under the 
public land laws, including the mining 
and mineral leasing laws and disposals 
of materials under the Act of July 31, 
1947, as amended (30 U.S.C. 601, 602). 
Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 

T. 16 S.. R. 67 B.. (Unsurveycd) 

Secs. 1-36, IncL; 

T. 16 S., R. 57 E.. (Unsurveyed) 

Secs. 1-6, incJ.; 

Sec. 7 .NE 14 ; , 

Secs. 8-16, Inch; 

Sec. 17. NE%: 

Sec. 20. SB ft SW ft, SliSEft; 

Sec. 21. NE ft. SW ft ,SW ft; 

Secs. 22-26, lncl.; 

Sec. 27, NEft; 

Sec. 28,NWftNWft; 

Sec. 29. NftNEft, NEftNWft; 

Sec. 35. NEft; 

Sec. 36. 

T. 15 8.. R. 58 E.. (Unsurveyed) 

Secs. 1-36, incl.; 

T. 16 S., R. 58 E.. (Unsurveyed) 

Secs. 1-7. incl.; 

Sec. 8. NWft.Sft; 

Sec. 16, Wft; 

8ecs. 17-21, incl.; 

Sec. 22, SWft; 

Secs. 27-34, Incl.; 

T. 17 8., R. 68 E., 

Secs. 1-4, Incl.; 

Sec. 5. NEft; 

Sec. 9. NEft; 

Sec. 10. Nft. NftSWft, SEftSWft. SEft; 


Secs. 11 and 12; 

Sec. 13. NWft; 

Sec. 14. Nft, NEft SWft, SEft: 

Sec. 15, NEft NEft. 

The area described aggregates about 
79,800 acres, of which approximately 
63,274 acres are within the Desert Na¬ 
tional Wildlife Range. 

In addition, the applicant requested 
the withdrawal of the following land 
from all forms of appropriation under 
the public land laws, including the min¬ 
ing and mineral leasing laws and dis¬ 
posals of materials under the Act of 
July 31, 1947. 

Mount Diablo Meridian. Nevada 

T. 16 S., R. 58 E., (Unsurveyed) 

Sec. 8. NEft; 

Secs. 9. 10 and 15; 

Sec. 16, Eft; 

Sec. 22. Nft. SEft. 

This area contains approximately 
2,880 acres of land within the Desert 
National Wildlife Range. 

The applicant desires the continued 
use of the lands now withdrawn and the 
added lands to support the Tactical 
Fighter Weapon Center's Operational 
Test and Evaluation Mission at Nellis 
Air Force Base. 

On or before June 7. 1976 all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges¬ 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed actions may present their 
views in writing to the undersigned of¬ 
ficer of the Bureau of Land Management, 
Department of the Interior, 300 Booth 
Street, Reno, Nevada 89509. 

The authorized officer of the Bureau 
of Land Management will undertake 
such investigations as are necessary to 
determine the existing and potential de¬ 
mand for the lands and their resources. 

The authorized officer will also pre¬ 
pare a report for consideration by the 
Secretary of the Interior who will rec¬ 
ommend to the Congress whether the 
lands should be withdrawn as requested. 

If circumstances warrant, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place which w T ill be announced. 

W. J. Malencik. 

Chief . 

Division of Technical Services. 

JFR Doc.76-13198 Filed 6-5-76;8:45 am) 


REDDING DISTRICT ADVISORY BOARD 
Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Redding 
District Multiple Use Advisory Board of 
the Bureau of Land Management will 
meet in Yreka, California, June 2 and 3, 
1976. The two day meeting will be de¬ 
voted to field examination of certain U.S. 
Bureau of Reclamation withdrawn tracts 
of public land in the Tulelake Basin, a 
presentation of the Clear Creek-Shasta 
MFP Step 1, a discussion of recreation 
management proposals on National Re¬ 
source Lands located along the Klamath 
River and a concluding staff briefing 
about the Sacramento River recreation 
management proposals. 


The first day of the meeting, June 2, 
will involve the field examination which 
will commence at 8:00 ajn. from the 
Miner’s Inn parking lot. Members of the 
public wishing to participate in the field 
trip must furnish their own transporta¬ 
tion. 

On June 3, a meeting will be held at 
the Elks Club, starting at 8:00 ajn. for 
the purpose of presenting the following 
topics: Shasta-Clear Creek Planning 
Unit Management Framework Plan Step 
1 update; staff briefings pertaining to 
proposed recreation management along 
the Klamath and Sacramento Rivers; 
staff summary statements on the Tule¬ 
lake remnant tracts: ad hoc committee 
meetings and a business meeting. A full 
day is anticipated. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Time will be made available between 
12:30 and 1:30 pjn. on Thursday, June 3, 
for brief formal statements by members 
of the public. Such statements should be 
limited to matters set forth in the agenda. 

Those wishing to make an oral state¬ 
ment on agenda topics should notify the 
Redding District Manager, Bureau of 
Land Management, 2460 Athens Avenue, 
Redding, California 96001, by close of 
business May 19,1976. Any intersted per¬ 
son or organization may file a written 
statement with the board for its con¬ 
sideration. Such statements may be sub¬ 
mitted at the meeting or mailed to the 
Redding District Manager. Bureau of 
Land Management, 2460 Athens Avenue, 
Redding, California 96001. 

Further information concerning the 
meeting may be obtained from Mr. Art 
Derby. Public Affairs Officer, Bureau of 
Land Management, 2460 Athens Avenue, 
Redding, California 96001. His telephone 
number Ls (916) 246-5325. 

Stanley D. Butzer. 

Redding District Manager. 

JFR Doc.76-13212 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


IUtah 33194] 

UTAH 

Application 

April 29, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920, as amended (30 UB.C. 185). 
Robert Wise, an individual, has applied 
for a gas pipeline right-of-way across 
the following lands: 

Salt Lake Meridian, Utah 

T. 20 S., R. 24 E., 

Sec. 31. SWft NEft. SWft. 

The pipeline will convey gas from Well 
WK No. 2 located in Section 1, T. 21 S.. 
R. 23 E., to the Northwest natural gas 
pipeline located in the SW ftNEft. 

The purpose of this notice ls to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with the preparation of envi¬ 
ronmental and other analyses necessary 
for determining whether the application 
should be approved, and If so, under 
what terms and conditions. 
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Interested persons should express their 
interest and views to the Moab District 
Manager, Bureau of Land Management, 
p.O. Box 970, Moab,. Utah 84532. 

Paul L. Howard, 
State Director . 

\ FR Doc.76-13199 Filed 5-6 76:8:45 ami 


National Park Service 

APPALACHIAN NATIONAL SCENIC 
TRAIL ADVISORY COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
that a meeting of the Appalachian Na¬ 
tional Scenic Trail Advisory Council will 
be held at 9 A.M., E.S.T., on May 24, 
1976, at the Overlook Lodge, Bear Moun¬ 
tain State Park, Bear Mountain, New 
York. 

The Council was originally established 
by Public Law 90-543 to meet and con¬ 
sult with the Secretary of the Interior 
on general policies and specific matters 
relating to the administration of the Ap¬ 
palachian National Scenic Trail, includ¬ 
ing the selection of rights-of-way and 
standards for the erection and mainte¬ 
nance of markers along the Trail. It was 
rechartered by the Secretary of the In¬ 
terior on February 24, 1975, under the 
authority of Public Law 91-383. 

The purpose of the Council is to pro¬ 
vide for the free exchange of ideas be¬ 
tween the National Park Service and the 
public, and to facilitate the solicitation 
of advice or other counsel from members 
o l the public on problems and programs 
pertinent to the Appalachian National 
Scenic Trail. The purpose of this meeting 
is as follows: (1) to review Trail protec¬ 
tion priorities; (2) to discuss Trail pro¬ 
tection strategies; (3) to discuss research 
needs; (4) to review relocation proce¬ 
dures; and (5) to discuss the Council or¬ 
ganization. 

The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic. Persons will be accommodated on a 
first-come, first-served basis. Any person 
may file with the Council a written 
statement concerning the matters to be 
discussed. 

Persons wishing further information 
concerning this meeting or who will wish 
to submit written statements, may con¬ 
tact David A. Richie, Project Manager, 
Appalachian Trail Project Office, c/o 
Boston National Historic Park, Charles¬ 
town Navy Yard, Boston. MA 02129. at 
*617) 242-1730. 

Minutes of the meeting will be avail¬ 
able for public inspection four weeks 
after the meeting at the above address, 
and also at the Headquarters of the Ap¬ 
palachian Trail Conference, Box 236, 
Harpers Ferry, West Virginia 25425. 
Copies of the Minutes may also be ob¬ 
tained by mail by writing to the National 
Park Service in Boston. 

Dated: April 19,1976. 

David A. Richie, 

Project Manager. Appalachian Trail . 

5*R Doc.76-18135 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am) 


CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL NATIONAL 
HISTORICAL PARK COMMISSION 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with. Federal Advisory Committee Act 
that a meeting of the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal National Historical Park 
Commission will be held on Saturday. 
May 22, 1976, at 9 a.m., at the Stephen 
Mather Training Center, Harpers Ferry, 
West Virginia. 

The Commission was established by 
Public Law 91-664 to meet and consult 
with the Secretary of the Interior on 
general policies and specific matters re¬ 
lated to the administration and develop¬ 
ment of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal 
National Historical Park. 

The members of the Commission are 
as follows: 

Mis# Nancy Long (Chairman), Olen Echo. 
Maryland. 

Mrs. Anthony C. Morelia, Bethesda, Mary¬ 
land. 

Mr. Donald Frush. Hagerstown, Maryland. 
Honorable Vladimir A. Wahbe, Baltimore. 
Maryland. 

Mr. Anthony Abar, Annapolis. Maryland. 

Mrs. John L. Melnick, Arlington, Virginia. 

Mrs. Dorothy Orotoa, Arlington, Virginia. 

Mr. Burton C. English, Berkeley Springs, 
West Virginia. 

Mr. Henry W. Miller, Jr.. Paw Paw, West 
Virginia. 

Mr. Lorenzo W. Jacobs, Jr„ Washington, 
D.C. 

Mr. Joseph H. Cole, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Ronald A. CUtes, LaVale. Maryland 
Mrs. Mary Mlltenberger, Cumberland, Mary¬ 
land. 

Dr. James H. Gilford. Frederick, Maryland. 

Dr. Kenneth Bromfield, Frederick. Maryland. 
Mr. Grant Conway, Brookmont, Maryland. 

Mr. Edwin F. Wesely, Chevy Chase. Mary¬ 
land. 

Mr. John C. Frye. Gapland. Maryland. 

Mr. Rome F. Schwagel, KeedysvDle, Mary¬ 
land. 

The matters to be discussed at this 
meeting include: 

1. Potomac River Canoe Trip. 

2. Potomac River Legislation. 

3. Western Maryland Railway Aban¬ 
donment. 

4. Legi slation to Dedicate C&O 
Canal NHP to Justice Douglas. 

5. C&O Canal 22nd Annual Reunion 
Hike. 

6. Montgomery County AWT—Dicker- 
son Proposal 

7. Status of General Plan 

8. Status of Interpretive Prospectus 

9. Status of Jellystone Park Permit 

10. Status of Land Acquisition 

11. Status of Canal Budget 

12. Status of Abner Cloud House 

13. Recommendation on Guidelines for 
Use of Buildings along the Canal 

14. Status—Canal Construction Proj¬ 
ects 

15. Superintendent’s Report 

16. County, State, and D.C. Reports 
The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic. However, facilities and space for ac¬ 
commodating members of the public are 
limited and it is expected that not more 
than 30 persons will be able to attend 
the sessions. Any member of the public 
may file with the Committee a written 


statement concerning the matters to be 
discussed. 

Persons wishing further information 
concerning this meeting, or who wish to 
submit written statements, may contact 
Richard L. Stanton, Associate Director, 
Cooperative Activities, National Capital 
Parks, at Area Code 202-426-6715. Min¬ 
utes of the meeting will be available for 
public inspection 2 weeks after the meet¬ 
ing, at the Office of National Capital 
Parks, Room 208, 1100 Ohio Drive, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 

Dated: April 21.1976. 

Manus J. Fish. Jr., 
Director. National Capital Parks. 

[FR Doc.76-13134 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 om| 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Forest Service 

SAVAGE RUN UNIT; MEDICINE BOW 
NATIONAL FOREST 

Availability of Draft Combined Environ¬ 
mental Statement and Land Use Plan 

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a draft envi¬ 
ronmental statement and combined land 
use plan for the Savage Run Unit of the 
Medicine Bow National Forest. The For¬ 
est Service report number is USDA-FS- 
R2-DES(Adm> FY-76-09. 

The environmental statement concerns 
the proposed action to implement a re¬ 
vised land use plan (Multiple-Use Plan) 
for the 18,900 acre Savage Run Unit. 

This draft environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on April 29.1976. 

Copies are available for inspection 
during regular working hours at the fol¬ 
lowing locations: 

USDA, Forest Service, So. Agriculture Bldg., 

Room 3230, 12th St. & Independence Ave., 

SW.. Washington, D.C. 20250. 

USDA, Forest Service, 11177 West 8th Avenue. 

P.O. Box 25127, Denver, Colorado 80225. 
USDA, Forest Service. Medicine Bow National 

Forest. 605 SkyUne Drive, Laramie, Wyo¬ 
ming 82070. 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to AJan R. Duhn- 
krack. Forest Supervisor; 605 Skyline 
Drive, Laramie, Wyoming. 

Copies of the combined environmental 
statement and land use plan have been 
sent to various Federal. State, and local 
agencies as outlined in the CEQ Guide¬ 
lines. 

Comments are invited from the public, 
and from State and local agencies which 
are authorized to develop and enforce 
environmental standards, and from Fed¬ 
eral agencies having jurisdiction by law 
or special expertise with respect to any 
environmental impact Involved for which 
comments have not been requested 
specifically. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action and requests for additional Infor¬ 
mation should be addressed to Alan R. 
Duhnkrack, Forest Supervisor, USDA 
Forest Service; 605 Skyline Drive, 
Laramie, Wyoming 82070. Comment* 
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must be received by June 29, 1976, in or¬ 
der to be considered in the preparation 
of the final environmental statement. 

Dated: April 29, 1976. 

Alan R. Duhnkrack. 
Forest Supervisor. 
|FR Doc.76-13151 Piled 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


MT. WELBA LAND USE PLAN 

Cancellation of Notice of Availability of 
Final Environmental Statement 

Notice of availability of a final envi¬ 
ronmental statement for the Mount 
Welba Land Use Plan on the Routt Na¬ 
tional Forest was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, Thursday. 4/29/76, Vol. 
41, No. 84, page number 17951. The avail¬ 
ability of this environmental statement 
has been canceled until future notice. 

Dated: April 29, 1976 

J. Merle Prince, 
Forest Supervisor. 

|FR Doc.76-13152 Piled 5-5-76:8 45 am| 


OIL & GAS LEASE APPLICATION; 

EXPLORATION & DEVELOPMENT 

Availability of Final Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to Section 102 <2X0 of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a final envi¬ 
ronmental statement for Oil & Gas Lease 
Applications Exploration & Develop¬ 
ment, Forest Service Report Number 
USDA-FS-R1 (10) -FES-Adm-75-11. 

The environmental statement con¬ 
cerns the oil and gas lease applications 
on 236,000 acres of National Forest lands, 
Flathead National Forest, Flathead 
County, Montana. The action in this 
statement consists of Forest Service rec¬ 
ommendations to the U.S. Department of 
Interior, Bureau of Land Management, 
State Office in Billings, Montana. The 
recommendations are as follows: The 
denial of leases on approximately 53,000 
acres; the granting of leases with spe¬ 
cial stipulations on approximately 59,000 
acres; the granting of leases with a no¬ 
surface occupancy stipulation on ap¬ 
proximately 32,000 acres; and the de¬ 
ferment of the leases on approximately 
92,000 acres. 

This final environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on April 30, 
1976. 

Copies are available for inspection 
during regular working hours at the fol¬ 
lowing locations: 

U8DA, Forest Service, South Agriculture 
Bldg., Room 3230, 12th St. & Independence 
Ave., 8.W., Washington, DC 20250. 

USDA, Forest Service, Northern Region, Fed¬ 
eral Building, Missoula. MT 59801. 

USDA, Forest Service, Flathead National 
Forest, 290 North Main 8treet, Kalispell, 
MT 59901. 

USDA, Forest Service, Glacier View Ranger 
Station, Columbia Falls, MT 59912. 

USDA, Forest Service, Spotted Bear Ranger 
Station, Hungry Horse, MT 59919. 

USDA, Forest Service, Hungry Horse Ranger 
Station, Hungry Horse, MT 59919. 


A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to: 

USDA, Forest Service. Flathead National 
Forest, 290 North Main Street, Kalispell. 
MT 69901. 

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal, State, 
and local agencies as outlined in the 
CEQ guidelines. 

Dated: April 30,1976. 

Robert S. Gibson, Jr., 

Acting Forest Supervisor. 
Flathead National Forest. 

|FR Doc.76 13153 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am) 


MEADOWS PLANNING UNIT 

Availability of Final Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a final en¬ 
vironmental statement for the Meadows 
Planning Unit, Payette National Forest, 
Idaho. The Forest Service report number 
is USDA-FS-FES (Adm) R4-76-6. 

The environmental statement identifies 
and evaluates the probable effects of the 
land use plan for the Meadows Planning 
Unit on the Payette National Forest. The 
purpose of the plan is to allocate Na¬ 
tional Forest lands within the planning 
unit to specific uses and activities and re¬ 
solve conflicts; establish objectives of 
management; meet the basic require¬ 
ments of law, regulations, and policies; 
document management direction, man¬ 
agement decisions, and necessary coordi¬ 
nation between resource uses; provide for 
the protection, use, and development of 
the various resources within the planning 
unit; and resolve the future status of 
several inventoried roadless areas. 

This final environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on April 29,1976. 

Copies are available for inspection dur¬ 
ing regular working hours at the follow¬ 
ing locations: 

USDA, Forest Service, South Agriculture 
Bldg., Room 3230, 12th 8t. and Independ¬ 
ence A7e., S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250. 
Regional Planning Office, USDA, Forest Serv¬ 
ice, 324—25th Street, Ogden, Utah 84401. 
Forest Supervisor, Payette National Forest, 
Forest Service Building, P.O. Box 1026, 
McCall. Idaho 83638. 

District Ranger, McCall Ranger District, Mc¬ 
Call, Idaho 83638. 

District Ranger, New Meadows Ranger Dis¬ 
trict, New Meadows, Idaho 83664. 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to Forest Super¬ 
visor William B. Sendt, Payette National 
Forest, Forest Service Building, P.O. Box 
1026, McCall, Idaho 83638. 

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal, State, 
and local agencies as outlined in the CEQ 
Guidelines. 

Dated: April 29, 1976. 

P. M. Rees, 

Director , Regional Planning 
and Budget. 

|FR Doc.76-13191 Filed 5-5-76:8:46 ami 


RED RIVER PLANNING UNIT 

Availability of Final Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to Section 102<2)(C) oi the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a final en¬ 
vironmental statement for the Land Use 
Plan—Red River Planning Unit, Forest 
Service Report Number USDA-FS-R 1 
(17) -FES-Adm-76-11. 

The environmental statement concerns 
the proposed implementation of a multi¬ 
ple use plan for the Red River Planning 
Unit. Red River Ranger District, Nez- 
perce National Forest, Idaho County. 
Idaho. Approximately 88,060 acres of Na¬ 
tional Forest land are affected. Portions 
of four roadless areas totalling approxi¬ 
mately 23,120 acres lie within the plan¬ 
ning unit. This plan provides a detailed 
assessment of resources and management 
opportunities for the planning unit. In it 
are developed management constraints, 
alternatives for resource allocation and 
management and detailed management 
guidance. 

This final environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on April 29,1976. 

Copies are available for inspection dur¬ 
ing regular working hours at the follow¬ 
ing locations: 

USDA, Forest Service, South Agriculture 
Bldg., Room 3230, 12th St. & Independence 
Ave. SW., Washington, D.C. 20250. 

USDA, Forest Bevlce, Northern Region, Fed¬ 
eral Building, Missoula, MT 69801. 
USDA, Forest Service, Nezperce National 
Forest, 319 E. Main, Orangeville, Idaho 
83630. 

USPA, Forest Service, Red River Ranger 
Station, Elk City, Idaho 83525. 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to; 

USDA, Forest Service, Nezperce National 
Forest, 319 E. Main, Grangeville, Idaho 
83530. 

USDA, Forest Service, Red River Ranger 
Station, Elk City, Idaho 83525. 

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal, State 
and local agencies as outlined in the 
CEQ guidelines. 

Donald L. Biddison, 

Forest Supervisor , 
Nezperce National Forest 

April 29. 1976. 

[FR Doc.76-13192 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 ami 


SHOSHONE NATIONAL FOREST 
LIVESTOCK ADVISORY BOARD 

Meeting 

The Shoshone National Forest Live¬ 
stock Advisory Board will meet at the 
Holiday Inn in Thermopolis, Wyoming 
at 1:00 p.m., Friday, May 28, 1976. 

The purpose of the meeting is to give 
board members an opportunity to pre¬ 
sent recommendations from individual 
grazing associations relative to livestock 
management and to discuss Forest policy 
on administration of grazing permits and 
other current items of interest on the 
Forest. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Persons who wish to attend should noti- 
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fy Forest Supervisor John Mumma, Cody, 
Wyoming 82414, or call 587—4297. 

The chairman will provide time for 
the public to present oral statements and 
ask pertinent questions at the conclu¬ 
sion of the business meeting. 

Dated: April 26, 1976. 

John W. Mumma, 
Forest Supervisor . 

{FR Doc.76-13193 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration 

UNIVERSITY OF ROCHESTER 

Decision on Application for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to Section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Pub. L. 89-651. 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunde r as 
amended (40 F.R. 12253 et seq.. 15 CFR 
701, 1975). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington. D.C. 20230. 

Docket number: 76-00254. Applicant: 
University of Rochester School of Medi¬ 
cine and Dentistry, Dept, of Radiology, 
601 Elmwood Avenue, Rochester, New 
York 14642. Article: Rotex—instrument 
for cytology. Manufacturer: Ursus Kon- 
sult AB, Sweden. Intended use of article; 
The article is intended to be used for 
research on cells of human lungs and 
lymph nodes. Searches will be conducted 
for malignant or other irregular cells 
for early recognition of cell problems 
with resultant early treatment. The arti¬ 
cle will also be used in connection with 
the training and education of radiology 
residents. 

COMMENTS: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. Reasons: The foreign 
article is equipped with an indwelling 
needle screw which increases the number 
of cells gathered in a biopsy. The Depart¬ 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare 
advises in its memorandum dated April 
12, 1976 that <1) the feature described 
above is pertinent to the applicant’s in¬ 
tended purposes and (2) ft knows of no 
domestic instrument of equivalent scien¬ 
tific value to the foreign article for the 
applicant’s intended purposes. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is Intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United States. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro- 
-gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials.) 

Richard M. Seppa, 
Director , Special Import 

Programs Division. 

[FR Doc.76-13131 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 amj 


KENTUCKY BAPTIST HOSPITAL ET AL. 

Apptications for Duty-Free Entry of 
Scientific Articles 

The following are notices of the receipt 
of applications for duty-free entry of 
scientific articles pursuant to Section 6 
(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). In¬ 
terested persons may present their views 
with respect to the question of whether 
an Instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value for the purposes for which 
the article is intended to be used is be¬ 
ing manufactured in the United States. 
Such comments must be filed in triplicate 
with the Director. Special Import Pro¬ 
grams Division, Office of Import Pro¬ 
grams, Washington, D.C. 20230. on or be¬ 
fore May 26.1976. 

Amended regulations issued under 
cited Act, (40 F.R. 12253 et seq, 15 CFR 
701, 1975) prescribe the requirements 
applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours at 
the Special Import Programs Division, 
Department of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Docket number: 76-00370. Applicant: 
Kentucky Baptist Hospital, 810 Barret 
Avenue, Louisville, Kentucky 40204. 
Article: EMI Scanner with Magnetic 
Tape System and Diagnostic Display 
Console. Manufacturer; EMI Limited, 
United Kingdom. Intended use of article: 
The article is intended to be used for 
the investigations of brain tumors, 
hematomas and atrophy. A study will be 
made as to the way malignant tumors 
extend into different areas of the brain 
in an effort to determine whether or not 
they follow the pathways of the nerve 
tracts in the brain. In addition, the 
article will also be used for educating the 
entire Greater Louisville medical com¬ 
munity in the indications for computer¬ 
ized X-ray tomography examination and 
the benefits to the patient which may be 
derived. Application received by Com¬ 
missioner of Customs: April 8, 1976. 

Docket number: 76-00371. Applicant: 
University of Illinois—Urbana-Cham- 
paign Campus. Purchasing Division, 223 
Administration Bldg.. Urbana, Ill. 61801. 
Article: Windowless Helium Resonance 
Lamp with Gas Manifold. Manufacturer: 
University of Sinkoping, Sweden. In¬ 
tended use of article: The article is in¬ 
tended to be used for angularly resolved 
photo-emission experiments on layer 
crystals such as TiS*, TiSe,. Studies will 
be carried out on band structure and 
charge density wave phenomena. Work 
is being done by Ph.D. candidate as part 


of thesis research and physics course. 
Physics 497. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: April 13,1976. 

Docket number: 76-00372. Applicant: 
Westinghouse Hanford Company. P.O. 
Box 1970, Richland. Washington 99352. 
Article: Automatic Sparking Ion Source 
Flange Assembly to fit existing JMS-01- 
B Mass Spectrometer and Glove Box. 
Manufacturer: JEOL, Japan. Intended 
use of article: The article is intended to 
be used to control the high voltage spark 
on the spark source mass spectrograph 
which is used for the analysis of many 
different sample types. Application re¬ 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
April 13. 1976. 

Docket number: 76-00373. Applicant: 
University of Michigan, Great Lakes Re¬ 
search Division, Inst, of Sci. & Tech¬ 
nology Bldg., Ann Arbor, MI 48109. 
Article: Ultramicrotome, Model LKB 
8800A and accessories. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: The article is intended to 
be used for both thick and thin section¬ 
ing of complex biological tissues and uni¬ 
cellular algae. These sections, in turn, 
will be examined in a transmission elec¬ 
tron microscope for polyphosphate 
deposition as well as be analyzed by X- 
ray energy dispersive analysis. Applica¬ 
tion received by Commissioner of Cus¬ 
toms: April 13, 1976. 

Docket number: 76-00374. Applicant: 
U.S. Department of Agriculture. Fruit 
and Vegetable Chemistry Laboratory. 
263 South Chester Avenue, Pasadena. 
California 91106. Article: Nuclear Mag¬ 
netic Resonance Spectrometer System, 
Model No. JNM-EX-60. Manufacturer: 
JEOL, Japan. Intended use of article: 
The article is intended to be used for 
studies of natural products isolated from 
plant or microbial sources, or derivatives 
prepared from these products. They in¬ 
clude bitter constituents of citrus, sweet¬ 
eners derived from these bitter constitu¬ 
ents, carotenoid pigments, and bioregu¬ 
lators. Research will be carried out to 
determine the chemical structures of 
these materials or to determine how 
they bind to proteins and enzymes. Ap¬ 
plication received by Co mmissi oner of 
Customs: April 13, 1976. 

Docket number: 76-00375. Applicant: 
University of Missouri-St. Louis, 8001 
Natural Bridge Road. St. Louis, Missouri 
63121. Article: Miniature Micromanipu¬ 
lators, Model MM-33 with GO-5 mag¬ 
netic base and accessories. Manufac¬ 
turer: Narishige Scientific Instruments 
Laboratory, Japan. Intended use of arti¬ 
cle: The article is intended to be used in 
the course Neurophysiology (Biology 
322) .for experimental studies of nerve 
cell function. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: April 13,1976. 

Docket number: 76-00376. Applicant: 
University of Pennsylvania, Department 
of Chemistry. 231 S. 34th Street, Phila¬ 
delphia. Pa. 19174. Article: NMR Spec¬ 
trometer accessories, consisting of 
Standard Plug-In Unit, frequency 8 
MHz with Standard Probe Head. Manu¬ 
facturer: Spin-Lock Ltd.. Canada. In- 


FEDERAl REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 89—THURSDAY, MAY 6, 1976 









18694 


NOTICES 


tended use of article: The articles are 
plug in units which will be used to con¬ 
vert an existing 33 MHz spectrometer to 
8 MHz so that it can be used for the 
study of the nuclear magnetic relaxa¬ 
tion of solid D:r at temperatures below IK. 
The article will also be used in the course 
Chemistry 999 to give graduate students 
experience in original scientific research. 
Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: April 15,1976. 

Docket number: 76-00377. Applicant: 
University of Pennsylvania, 3451 Walnut 
Street, Franklin Building, Philadelphia, 
PA 19174. Article: Electron Microscope, 
Model HU-12A and accessories. Manu¬ 
facturer: Hitachi, Ltd., Japan. Intended 
use of article: The article is intended to 
be used to carry out and support inves¬ 
tigations in the field of reproduction bi¬ 
ology. Specific projects will include: 

(1) Stereological Quantitation of Ste¬ 
roid-Secreting Ovarian Cells In Vivo and 
In Vitro —A study aimed at (a) correlat¬ 
ing volumetric ultrastructural changes of 
cell organelles with steroid secretion by 
ovarian cells (b) establishing baseline 
parameters (volume and surface or¬ 
ganelle density) of developmental and 
functional stages in ovarian follicular 
cells. 

(2) Stereological Analysis of Mucus Se¬ 
cretion in Cultured Mammalian Endo - 
cervical Cells. 

Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: April 15,1976. 

Docket number: 76-00378. Applicant: 
University of Oregon, Department of Ge¬ 
ology, Eugene, Oregon 97403. Article: 
Scanning Electron Microscope, Model 
JSM-35U and accessories Manufacturer: 
Jeol, Japan Intended use of article: The 
article is intended to be used for studies 
of glasses (mostly silicate glasses syn¬ 
thesized in the applicant’s laboratory) 
and their devitrification products Ex¬ 
periments are aimed at fully character¬ 
izing the devitrification products result¬ 
ing from various thermal treatments of 
synthetic glasses of variable composi¬ 
tion The article will also be used for edu¬ 
cational purposes in the courses: Geol¬ 
ogy 407. “Electron Probe Microanalyzer 
and Scanning Electron Microscope", 
Geology 501, “Research", and Geology 
503, “Thesis" Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: April 15,1976- 

Docket number: 76-00379. Applicant: 
The Regents of the University of Cali¬ 
fornia, University of California, Irvine. 
Irvine. California 92717. Article: Elec¬ 
tron Microscope, Model JEM 100C/SEQ 
(Side Entry Goniometer) ±60 degrees 
eccentric goniometer. Manufacturer: 
JEOL, Japan. Intended use of article: 
The article is intended to be used for the 
investigation of varied research prob¬ 
lems ranging from studies of molecules 
to studies on organs, tissues and cells. 
Research projects to be conducted will 
include the following: 

(1) Investigating various aspects of 
the synaptic vesicles in the nervous 
system. 

(2) Ultrastructural examination of ac¬ 
tive gene complexes. 


(3) Study of various aspects of cell 
ultrastructure following exposure to a 
laser microbeam. 

(4) Study of the cell surface employ¬ 
ing both transmission and scanning elec¬ 
tron microscopy. 

The article will also be used for teach¬ 
ing electron microscopy to undergrad¬ 
uates, graduates students, and postdoc¬ 
toral students. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: April 15, 
1976. 

Docket number: 76-00380. Applicant: 
University of Illinois, College of Dentis¬ 
try, 801 South Paulina, Chicago, HI. 
60612. Article: Ultramicrotome, Model 
LKB 8800A and accessories. Manufac¬ 
turer: LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. In¬ 
tended use of article: The article is in¬ 
tended to be used for studies of biological 
specimens derived from humans and ex¬ 
perimental animals. Experiments to be 
performed include the following: cellular 
control of mineralization, using rat and 
amphibian enamel and dentin in normal 
and experimentally altered states; quan¬ 
titative electron microscopic studies of 
cytoplasmic organelles in orthokeratin- 
ized leukoplakias; cytologic mechanisms 
involved in various disease processes and 
identification of the role of macromole¬ 
cules and cells in formation of secondary 
and sclerotic dentin formation. The ob¬ 
jectives pursued in the course of these 
investigations include improved under¬ 
standing of the basic mechanism of min¬ 
eralization, further elaboration of intri¬ 
cate cytologic mechanisms involved in 
various disease processes and identifica¬ 
tion of the role of macromolecules and 
cells in formation of secondary and scle¬ 
rotic dentin. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: April 15,1976. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.106. Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials.) 

Richard M. Seppa, 
Director , Special Import 
Programs Division. 

[FR Doo.76-13132 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 amj 


EXPORTERS’ TEXTILE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Public Meeting 

The Exporters’ Textile Advisory Com¬ 
mittee will meet at 10:00 a.m., on June 
9, 1976, in Room 3817, Department of 
Commerce, 14th and Constitution Ave¬ 
nue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20230. 

The Committee which is comprised of 
28 members Involved in textile and ap¬ 
parel exporting, advises Department of¬ 
ficials concerning ways of increasing U.S. 
exports of textile and apparel products. 

The agenda for the meeting is as fol¬ 
lows : 

1. Review of Export Data. 

2. Report on Conditions in the Export 
Market. 

3. Recent Foreign Restrictions Affect¬ 
ing Textiles. 

4. Other Business. 

A limited number of seats will be 
available to the public. The public will 


be permitted to file written statements 
with the Committee before or after the 
meeting. To the extent time is available 
at the end of the meeting, the presenta¬ 
tion of oral statements will be allowed 

Copies of the minutes of the meeting 
will be made available on written re¬ 
quest addressed to the DIBA Freedom of 
Information Officer, Feedom of Infor¬ 
mation Control Desk, Room 3100, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington 
D.C. 20230. 

Further information concerning the 
Committee may be obtained from Arthur 
Garel, Director, Office of Textiles, Main 
Commerce Building, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 
telephone 202-377-5078. 

Dated: May 3, 1976. 

Arthur Garel. 

Director, Office of Textiles. 

[FR Doc.76-13251 Filed 5-5-76;8:46 am] 


Economic Development Administration 
LISBON SHOES, INC. 

Petition fora Determination 

A petition by Lisbon Shoes, Inc., 9 
Whitcher Street, Lisbon, New Hampshire 
03585, a producer of footwear for women 
was accepted for filing on April 27, 1976, 
under Section 251 of the Trade Act of 
1974 (P.L. 93-618). Consequently, the 
United States Department of Commerce 
has instituted an investigation to deter¬ 
mine whether increased imports into the 
United States of articles like or directly 
competitive with those produced by the 
firm contributed Importantly to total or 
partial separation of the firm’s workers 
or threat thereof, and to a decrease in 
sales or production of the petitioning 
firm. 

Any party having a substantial interest 
in the proceedings may request a public 
hearing on the matter. A request for a 
hearing must be received by the Chief, 
Trade Act Certification Division, Eco¬ 
nomic Development Administration, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington 
D.C. 20230, no later than the close of 
business of the tenth calendar day fol¬ 
lowing the publication of this notice. 

Jack W. Osburn, Jr., 
Chief, Trade Act Certification 
Division, Office of Planning 
and Program Support . 

[FR Doc.76-13186 Filed 5-6-76;8:46 am] 


THURLOW LEATHERWORLD 
Notice of Petition for a Determination 

A petition by Thurlow Leatherworld. 
4807 Mercury Street, No. E, San Diego, 
California 92111, a producer of leather 
gloves, was accepted for filing on April 28, 
1976. under Section 251 of the Trade Act 
of 1974 (Pi. 93-618). Consequently, the 
United States Department of Commerce 
has Instituted an investigation to deter¬ 
mine whether increased imports into the 
United States of articles like or directly 
competitive with those produced by the 
firm contributed importantly to total or 
partial separation of the firm’s workers, 
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or threat thereof, and to a decrease in 
sales or production of the petitioning 

Any party having a substantial interest 
in the proceedings may request a public 
hearing on the matter. A request for a 
hearing must be received by the Chief. 
Trade Act Certification Division, Eco¬ 
nomic Development Administration, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington, 
DC. 20230, no later than the close of 
business of the tenth calendar day fol¬ 
lowing the publication of this notice. 

Jack W. Osborn. Jr., 
Chief, Trade Act Certification 
Division, Office of Planning 
ancTProgram Support. < 

lPR Doc.76-13187 Piled 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


Maritime Administration 
(Docket No. S-5061 

AMERICAN PRESIDENT LINES, LTD. 

Application 

Notice is hereby given that American 
President Lines, Ltd., has filed an ap¬ 
plication pursuant to section 805(a) of 
the Merchant Marine Act, 1936. aa 
amended (the Act), for domestic rights 
and approvals which are to be related to 
the services to be covered by a proposed 
new twenty-year operating-differential 
subsidy contract. 

American Presidents Lines, Ltd. (APL) 
applies for written permission for ves¬ 
sels operating in the Atlantic/Straits 
Service as described in the proposed 
twenty-year contract* (which has been 
the subject of proceedings pursuant to 
section 605(c) of the Act under Docket 
S-417) to carry any cargo between At¬ 
lantic coast ports and any ports in Cali¬ 
fornia. 

As information, APL has written per¬ 
mission pursuant to section 805(a) now 
existing under Operating-Differential 
Subsidy Agreement, Contract No. FMB- 
50 between APL and the United States 
as follows: 

Atlantic/Straits Service: for vessels 
operating on the service to carry refrig¬ 
erated cargoes only in the Intercoastal 
service westbound, and to call at Los 
Angeles only for the purpose of loading v 
cargoes to be carried in the intercoastal 
service eastbound. 

Also as information, pursuant to the 
proviso clause of section 805(a), APL has 
westbound intercoastal “grandfather 
rights'' for the Operator’s subsidized 
Round-the-World (Westbound) Serv¬ 
ice; these rights are not the subject of 
this Notice. 

Any person, firm, or corporation hav¬ 
ing interest (within the meaning of sec¬ 
tion 805(a)) in such application and de¬ 
siring to be heard on issues pertinent 
to section 805(a) or desiring to submit 
comments or views concerning the ap¬ 
plication must, by close of business on 
May 20, 1976, file same with the Secre¬ 
tary, Maritime Administration, in Avrifc- 
ing, in triplicate, together with petition 
for leave to intervene which shall state 
clearly and concisely the grounds of in¬ 


terests, and the alleged facts relied on 
for relief. 

If no petitions for leave to intervene 
are received within the specified time or 
if it is determined that petitions filed 
do not demonstrate sufficient interest 
to warrant a hearing, the Maritime Ad¬ 
ministration will take such action as may 
be deemed appropriate. 

In the event petitions regarding the 
relevant section 805(a) issues are re¬ 
ceived from parties with standing to be 
heard, a hearing will be held, the pur¬ 
pose of which will be to receive evidence 
under section 805(a) relative to whether 
the proposed operation (a) could result 
in unfair competition to any person, 
firm or corporation operating exclusively 
in the coastwise or intercoastsal serv¬ 
ices, or (b) would be prejudicial to the 
objects and policy of the Act relative to 
domestic trade operations. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.504 Operating-Differential 
Subsidies (ODS)) 

By Order of the Assistant Secretary for 
Maritime Affairs. 

Dated: May 4. 1976. 

Robert J. Patton, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc 76-13409 Filed 6-6-76:8:45 amj 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

WILLIAM L. DOVEL 

Issuance of Endangered Species 
Permit—Ell 

On January 26, 1975, notice was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (41 F.R. 
3767) that an application had been filed 
with the National Marine Fisheries Serv¬ 
ice by Mr. William L. Dovel, Coordina¬ 
tor. Estuarine Study Group, Boyce 
Thompson Institute for Plant Research, 
Inc., 1086 North Broadway. Yonkers. New 
York 10701, for a Scientific Purposes 
Permit to take an unspecified number of 
shortnose sturgeon ( Acipenser breviros - 
trum) . an endangered species of fish. 

Notice is hereby given that, on April 
30, 1976, the National Marine Fisheries 
Service issued a Scientific Purposes Per¬ 
mit. as authorized by the provisions of 
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531-^1543), to Mr. William L. 
Dovel, subject to certain conditions set 
forth therein. 

The Permit authorizes Mr. Dovel to 
take (until August 1, 1978) shortnose 
sturgeon (Acipenser brevirostrum) by 
conducting the following research activ¬ 
ities: (1) capture in the Hudson River 
from Tappan Zee, New York, to Albany, 
New York, by research trawling and by 
incidental catch in gill nets set by com¬ 
mercial fishermen acting as agents of 
Mr. Dovel; (2) recording physical and 
other observational data on the speci¬ 
mens collected; (3) marking by tagging 
or branding the specimens collected; 
(4) temporarily retaining certain cap¬ 
tured specimens in running water con¬ 
tainers; (5> release of all live specimens 


into the Hudson River at or near the site 
of capture; and (6) retention, for scien¬ 
tific documentation purposes, of all cap¬ 
tured specimens Inadvertently killed. An 
unspecified number of shortnose stur¬ 
geon may be captured and observed but 
not more than 100 shortnose sturgeon 
over 18 inches total length are to be 
marked. As indicated, these activities are 
subject to certain permit conditions, one 
of them being that no shortnose stur¬ 
geon are to be killed or caused to be 
killed. 

Issuance of this Permit, as required 
by the Endangered Species Aet of 1973, 
is based on a finding that such Permit: 
(1) was applied for in good faith; (2) 
will not operate to the disadvantage of 
the endangered species which are the 
subject of the Permit; and (3) will be 
consistent with the purposes and policies 
set forth in Section 2 of the Endan¬ 
gered Species Act of 1973. This Permit 
was also issued In accordance with, and 
is subject to. Parts 220 and 222 of Title 
5Q CFR, the National Marine Fisheries 
Service regulations governing endan¬ 
gered species permits (39 F.R. 41367, No¬ 
vember 27, 1974). 

The Scientific Purposes Permit is avail¬ 
able for review by interested persons 
in the Division of Marine Mammals and 
Endangered Species. National Marine 
Fisheries Service. 3300 Whitehaven 
Street, N.W.. Washington, D.C. 20235, 
and in the Office of the Regional Direc¬ 
tor, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Northeast Region. Federal Building, 14 
Elm Street. Gloucester, Massachusetts 
01930. 

Dated: April 30, 1976. 

Jack W. Gehringer. 

Deputy Director, 

National Marine Fisheries Service. 

(FR Doc.76-13194 Filed 5-5-76:8:46 am} 


SEA GRANT ADVISORY PANEL 
Partially Closed Meeting 

The Sea Grant Advisory Panel will 
meet from 9:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M. on 
May 27, 1976, and from 8:30 A.M. to 3:00 
P.M. on May 28, 1976, in Room 6802, 
Main Commerce Building, 14th Street 
and Constitution Ave., N.W., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

The Panel was established in 1967, and 
advises the Secretary of Commerce on 
policy with respect to the establishment 
and operation of a national network of 
Sea Grant Colleges and programs; major 
individual program and project proposals 
requesting financial support, and plans 
and policies governing execution of the 
National Sea Grant Program, under the 
National Sea Grant College and Program 
Act of 1966, as amended (33 U.8.C. 1121- 
1124). 

The Panel’s meeting agenda is as fol¬ 
lows: 

MAY 17, 1976 

A. Review of Grant Proposals and Ap¬ 
plications for Institutional Programs and 
Coherent Area Projects submitted to the 
Office of Sea Grant for consideration. 
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B. St. Croix Artificial Up welling Proj¬ 
ect. 

C. Consideration of Candidates for De¬ 
signation by NOAA as Sea Grant Col¬ 
leges. 

MAY 28, 1976 

D. Review of Sea Grant Legislation 
Progress. 

E. Status of NACOA Review. 

P. Program Development Strategy. 

G. Extended Jurisdiction Initiative. 

H. Discussion with Sea Grant Direc¬ 
tors. 

Agenda items A, B, and C will deal with 
matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 552(b) <5>. 

Agenda items D through H, on May 28 
will be open to public attendance. Ap¬ 
proximately thirty seats will be available 
to the public on a first-come, first-served 
basis. If time permits before the sched¬ 
uled adjournment the chairman will so¬ 
licit oral comments by the attendees. 
Written statements may be submitted at 
any time before or after the meeting. 

With respect to agenda items A. B, and 
C, the Assistant Secretary for Adminis¬ 
tration, with the concurrence of the As¬ 
sistant General Counsel for Administra¬ 
tion formally determined on April 29, 
1976, pursuant to Section 10(d) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, that 
these items should be exempt from the 
provisions of the Act relating to 
open meetings and public participation 
therein, because these items will be con¬ 
cerned with matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(5), i.e., inter-agency or intra¬ 
agency memorandums or letters which 
would not be available by law to a party 
other than an agency in litigation with 
the agency. (A copy of the determination 
is available for public inspection and 
copying. 

Minutes of the open portion of the 
meeting will be available 30 days there¬ 
after on written request addressed to the 
National Sea Grant Program, 3300 
Whitehaven Parkway, Washington, D.C. 
20235. 

For further information, contact Mr. 
Arthur G. Alexiou, Associate Director of 
Programs, at above address. Telephone: 
(202) 634-4019. 

Dated: April30. 1976. 

R. L. Carnahan, 

Acting Assistant Administrator 
for Administration, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad¬ 
ministration. 

(PR Doc.76-13195 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am) 


Office of the Secretary 

COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT OF THE 
OCEANS 

Conference 

The Maritime Administration and the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad¬ 
ministration within the Department of 
Commerce, in cooperation with the 
Energy Research and Development Ad¬ 
ministration and the Department of the 
Interior, are sponsoring a conference on 
the commercial development of the 


oceans from June 9 to June 12, 1976. The 
first day of the conference will be in the 
Department of Commerce Auditorium 
and the last three days will be at Airlle 
House, Airlie, Virginia. 

The purpose of the meeting will be to 
discuss the technology that will be needed 
in the coming years to properly develop 
the ocean's resources. The areas being 
considered are: Oil and Gas, Hard 
Minerals, Living Resources, Ocean Sit¬ 
ing, and Municipal Services. 

Date: May 4,1976. 

So ordered by Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce for Maritime Affairs. Mari¬ 
time Administration. 

Robert J. Patton, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary. 

(PR Doc.76-13410 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 amj 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

In accordance with Section 10(a) (2) 
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(5 U.S.C. Appendix I), announcement Is 
made of the following National Advisory 
body scheduled to assemble during the 
month of June 1976: 

National Advisory Mental Health 
Council 

June 14-16; 9:30 am. 

Conference Room 14-105, Parklawn 
Building, Rockville. Maryland. 

Open—June 14. Closed—Otherwise. 

Contact Mrs. Zelia Diggs, Room 11-101, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, Mary land 20852, 301-443-4333. 

Purpose: The National Advisory Men¬ 
tal Health Council advises the Secretary, 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, the Administrator, Alcohol, 
Drug Abuse, and Mental Health Admin¬ 
istration. and the Director, National In¬ 
stitute of Mental Health, regarding the 
policies and programs of the Department 
in the field of mental health. The Council 
reviews applications for grants-in-aid 
relating to research, training, and serv¬ 
ices in the field of mental health and 
makes recommendations to the Secre¬ 
tary with respect to approval of appli¬ 
cations for, and the amount of, these 
grants. 

Agenda: On June 14, the meeting will 
be open for discussion of NIMH policy 
issues. These will include current admin¬ 
istrative legislative and program develop¬ 
ments. Otherwise, the Council will con¬ 
duct a final review of grant applications 
for Federal assistance and this session 
will not be open to the public, in ac¬ 
cordance with the determination by the 
Administrator, Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administration, pursuant 
to the provisions set forth in Section 552 
(b) (5) and 552(b) (6), Title 5, UB. Code, 
and Section 10(d) of Public Law 92-463 
(5 U.S.C. Appendix D. 


Substantive information may be ob¬ 
tained from tile contact person listed 
above. 

The NIMH Information Officer who 
will furnish summaries of the meeting 
and rosters of the committee members 
is Mr. Edwin Long, Deputy Director, Di¬ 
vision of Scientific and Public Informa¬ 
tion, NIMH, Room 15-105, Parklawn 
Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, 
Maryland 20852, 301-443-3600. 

Dated: April 30, 1976. 

Carolyn T. Evans, 
Committee Management Officer 
Alcohol , Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administra¬ 
tion . 

|FR Doc.76-13168 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am) 


ALCOHOL TRAINING REVIEW 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting Correction 

In FR Doc. 76-9308 appearing at page 
13980 in the issue of Thursday, April 1, 
1976, the meeting dates of the Alcohol 
Training Review Committee should be 
changed from May 23-25, 1976 to May 
24-25, 1976. In addition, the open por¬ 
tion of the meeting should be changed 
from May 23, 9:00 am. to 11:00 am, to 
May 24, 9:00 a.m. to 11:00 am. 

Dated: April 30, 1976. 

Carolyn T. Evans, 
Committee Management Officer 
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administra¬ 
tion. 

[m Doc. 76-13169 Filed 5-5-70:8:45 am) 


Office of Education 

, NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL FOR 
CAREER EDUCATION 

Public Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
Section 10(a) (2) of the Federal Advi¬ 
sory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463 >, 
that the meeting of the»National Advi¬ 
sory Council for Career Education will 
be held on May 26 and 27, 1976 from 
9:00 A.M. to 4:00 P.M. each day. at Hotel 
Dupont Plaza, Connecticut and Massa¬ 
chusetts Avenues, N.W., Wash., DC.. 
20036. 

The National Advisory Council for 
Career Education is established under 
Section 406 of the Education Amend¬ 
ments of 1974, P.L. 93-380. (88 Stat. 
552, 553). The Council is directed to: 

Advise the Commissioner of Education 
on the Implementation of Section 406 
of the Education Amendments of 1974 
and carry out such advisory functions 
as it deems appropriate, including re¬ 
viewing the operation of this Section 
and all other programs of the Division of 
Education pertaining to the develop¬ 
ment and implementation of career edu¬ 
cation, evaluating their effectiveness in 
meeting the needs of career education 
throughout the United States, and in de¬ 
termining need for further legislative 
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remedy in order that all citizens may 
benefit from the purposes of career edu¬ 
cation as described in Section 406. The 
Council with the assistance of the Com¬ 
missioner shall conduct a survey and 
assessment of the current status of ca¬ 
reer education programs, projects, cur¬ 
ricula and materials in the United States 
and submit to Congress a report on such 
survey. The report shall include recom¬ 
mendations of the Council for new legis¬ 
lation designed to accomplish the policies 
and purposes set forth in subsections (a) 
and (b) of Section 406. 

The meeting of the Council shall be 
open to the public. The proposed agenda 
includes: 

WEDNESDAY, MAY 26, 1976 

9:00 A M. “Next Steps for Career Edu¬ 
cation .. John W. Porter, Super¬ 

intendent of Public Instruction. Michi¬ 
gan State Department of Education. 

10:30 A.M. “Next Steps for Career Ed¬ 
ucation ■ • • (Cont.),” Sidney P. Mar- 
land. Jr.. President, College Entrance 
Examination Board. 

12:00 Noon Lunch. 

1:30 P.M. “Next Steps for Career Edu¬ 
cation * • * (Cont.) , M Harold Hodgkin- 
son. Director of the National Institute 
of Education accompanied by Corine 
Reider. Associate Director of the Educa¬ 
tion & Work Group. N.I.E. 

3:00 P.M. Committee Reports and 
Council Business. 

THURSDAY, MAY 27, 1976 

9:00 A.M. “Next Steps for Career Edu¬ 
cation • • • (Cont.),'* Larry J. Bailey, 
Professor, Department of Occupational 
Education. Southern Illinois University. 

10:30 A.M. Presentation by Dr. Vir¬ 
ginia B. Smith, Director, Fund for the 
Improvement of Postsecondary Educa¬ 
tion, Office of the Assistant Secretary of 
Education. HEW. 

12:00 Noon Lunch. 

1:30 P.M. Review and discussion of 
“Survey and Assessment of Career Edu¬ 
cation in the Public Schools/* 

Records shall be kept of all Council 
proceedings (and shall be available for 
public inspection at the Office of Career 
Education, located in Room 3100, 7th and 
D 8treets, S.W., Washington, D.C., 
20202 ). 

Signed at Washington, D.C. tills 30th 
day of April 1976. 

John Lind la, 

Delegate , National Advisory 

Council for Career Education . 

(PR Doc.76-13190 Piled 5-6-76;8:45 am] 


Office of the Secretary 

health resources administration 

Statement of Organization, Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority 

Part 7 (Health Resources Admintstra- 
won) of the Statement of Organization, 
nmetions, and Delegations of Authority 
for the Department of Health, Educa¬ 
tion, and Welfare (39 FR 1456, January 9, 
1974, as amended), is amended to reflect 
tne deletion of the dental disease preven¬ 
tion function from the Division of Den¬ 


tistry, Bureau of Health Manpower, 
Health Resources Administration, so that 
this responsibility can be assumed by the 
Bureau of State Services. Center for Dis¬ 
ease Control. 

Sec. 7-B Organization and Functions 
is changed as follows: Under the heading 
entitled Bureau of Health Manpower 
(7E00), amend the statement for the 
Division of Dentistry (7E33) by deleting 
item (4) and renumbering items (5), 
(6). and (7) to read (4), (5), and (6). 

Dated: April26.1976. 

John Ottina. 

Assistant Secretary for 
Administration and Management. 

(PR Doc.76-13202 Plied 6-5-76:8:46 ami 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
FOR HEALTH 

Statement of Organization, Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority 

Part 11, Chapter 11, of the Statement 
of Organization, Functions, and Dele¬ 
gations of Authority of the Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare, en¬ 
titled Office of the Assistant Secretary 
for Health (38 FR 18571-74, as amended) 
is amended to reflect the reorganization 
of the Office of Personnel Management 
(OPM), which follows the decentraliza¬ 
tion of personnel operating services from 
OPM to the Public Health Service 
agencies. 

Section 11-B Organization and Futic - 
tions is amended by deleting the state¬ 
ments for the Office of Personnel Man¬ 
agement (1N1907 through 1N19079) and 
substituting the following: 

Office of Personnel Management 
UN1907). The Director of the Office of 
Personnel Management (OPM) serves as 
the principal advisor on all Public Health 
Service (PHS) personnel management 
and training activities. Represents the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Health (OASH) and the PHS agencies in 
contact with the Department, the Civil 
Service Commission and such other Fed¬ 
eral agencies as may be required, in per¬ 
sonnel management matters. Provides 
leadership and direction for a coordi¬ 
nated personnel management program 
for the PHS, embracing both the Com¬ 
missioned Corps and Civil Service per¬ 
sonnel systems. Develops personnel man¬ 
agement objectives for the PHS agencies, 
and the policies and standards necessary 
to advance these objectives. Plans, de¬ 
velops and administers a comprehensive 
personnel program for the PHS Commis¬ 
sioned Corps. Develops and administers 
plans for the evaluation of all personnel 
activities, in accordance with standards 
and policies established by the PHS. the 
Department, the Civil Service Commis¬ 
sion, the General Accounting Office and 
the Office of Management and Budget. 
Plans and administers a personnel man¬ 
agement program for the OASH and pro¬ 
vides common needs training for the PHS 
agencies in the Parklawn complex. Co¬ 
ordinates staff reviews of personnel ac¬ 
tions and related matters sent to the 
OASH for approval and/or forwarding to 
the Office of the Secretary. 


Division of Personnel Policy, Planning 
and Evaluation UN19702). Serves as the 
OPH focal point in developing plans to 
facilitate the implementation of person¬ 
nel policies, regulations and procedures 
throughout the PHS. Develops, imple¬ 
ments and monitors a comprehensive op¬ 
erational planning system for establish¬ 
ing personnel management goals in sup¬ 
port of the PHS mission. Develops and 
administers a system for evaluation of 
personnel management policies and 
practices throughout the PHS. Works co¬ 
operatively with other components of 
OPM in developing personnel manage¬ 
ment objectives and authorities. Devel¬ 
ops policy and program issuances in the 
areas of evaluation, objectives formula¬ 
tion, and program planning to achieve 
these goals. Reviews pending and enacted 
legislation for actual or potential impact 
on the personnel functions, authorities 
and resources of the PHS. 

Division of Commissioned Personnel 
Operations (IN19073 ). Administers a 
comprehensive personnel management 
program for the Public Health Service 
Commissioned Corps. Performs all oper¬ 
ating functions associated with the Com¬ 
missioned Corps personnel system. Pro¬ 
vides advice and counsel concerning 
rights and benefits to members of the 
Corps. Provides guidance and assistance 
to the OASH and the PHS agencies con¬ 
cerning personnel management of the 
Commissioned Corps. Serves as the cen¬ 
tral repository for all records reflecting 
the service and status of members of the 
Corps. 

Division of Position Management and 
Compensation UN19074). Plans, develops 
and/or coordinates policies and pro¬ 
grams in areas of position management, 
wage administration, position classifica¬ 
tion. supergrade and equivalent position 
utilization and control for the PHS agen¬ 
cies, encompassing both Civil Service and 
Commissioned Corps. Provides advice 
and guidance to PHS agencies on wage 
and salary standards interpretation, po¬ 
sition structure, Job engineering, Job en¬ 
largement and related matters. Estab¬ 
lishes guidelines and policies associated 
with special pay for Commissioned Corps 
personnel. Monitors programs in these 
areas to ensure conformance to Depart¬ 
ment and PHS policies, procedures and 
guidelines. 

Division of Human Resources Planning 
and Development UN19076). Develops 
policies and programs in the areas of 
training, career planning, human re¬ 
sources development, staffing and re¬ 
cruitment. Conducts and/or coordinates 
studies and programs to forecast future 
staffing requirements. Plans and develops 
policies and guidelines to provide for ef¬ 
fective programs that recognize future 
personnel needs and maximum utiliza¬ 
tion of PHS human resources. Plans, de¬ 
velops and/or coordinates policies and 
programs for training, development and 
career planning for persons occupying 
positions common to all PHS agencies 
and the OASH, with particular emphasis 
on health professions, and managerial 
and executive manpower. Provides lead- 
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ership, advice and assistance to PHS of¬ 
ficials on recruitment, placement, reten¬ 
tion, career development and training 
programs. Provides and encourages par¬ 
ticipation in common needs training for 
all PHS employees in the Parklawn Com¬ 
plex. 

Dated: April 26,1976. 

John Ottina, 
Assistant Secretary lor 
Administration and Management. 

IFR Doc.76-13203 Piled 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR HEALTH, 
ET AL 

Civilian Health and Medical Programs of the 

Uniformed Services (Champus) Delega¬ 
tions of Authority 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing delegations of authority have 
been made under the Dependents’ Med¬ 
ical Care Act of 1956, as amended (10 
USC 1071 et seq.). 

1. Delegation from the Secretary to the 
Assistant Secretary for Health of all au¬ 
thorities vested in the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare by the 
Dependents' Medical Care Act, as 
amended (10 USC 1071 et seq.) includ¬ 
ing authority to consult with the Sec¬ 
retary of Defense or his designee and to 
approve and issue joint regulations 
therewith. 

Previous delegations made by the Sec¬ 
retary of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare under the Dependents' Medical Care 
Act, as amended, are hereby rescinded. 
Previous redelegations made under the 
Secretary's delegation of Dependents* 
Medical Care Act authority are, to the 
extent that they are consistent with this 
delegation, continued until rescinded. 

These authorities, except for the au¬ 
thority to consult with the Secretary of 
Defense or his designee and the author¬ 
ity to approve and issue joint regula¬ 
tions therewith, may be redelegated. 

2. Delegation from the Assistant 
Secretary for Health to the Administra¬ 
tor. Health Services Administration, with 
authority to redelegate, all those authori¬ 
ties delegated under the Dependents' 
Medical Care Act to the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary for Health with the exception of au¬ 
thority to consult with the Secretary of 
Defense or his designee and the author¬ 
ity to approve and issue Joint regulations 
therewith. 

Previous redelegations of authority 
which were in effect within the Health 
Services Administration on the date of 
signature of this delegation and not in¬ 
consistent with tills delegation may con¬ 
tinue in effect for no more than 90 days 
from the signature date of this delega¬ 
tion. At the end of such 90 days, all prior 
redelegations within the Health Services 
Administration are rescinded. 


The above authorities were effective on 
April 19,1976. 

Dated: April 27,1976. 

John Ottina, 
Assistant Secretary for 
Administration and Management. 
IFR Doc.76-13201 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast Guard 
(COD 76-078] 

EQUIPMENT. CONSTRUCTION, AND 
MATERIALS 

Termination of Approval Notice 

1. Certain laws and regulations (46 
CFR Chapter I) require that various 
items of lifesaving, firefighting and mis¬ 
cellaneous equipment, construction, and 
materials used on board vessels subject 
to Coast Guard inspection, on certain 
motorboats and other recreational ves¬ 
sels, and on the artificial islands and 
fixed structures on the outer Continental 
Shelf be of types approved by the Com¬ 
mandant, U.S. Coast Guard. The pur¬ 
pose of this document is to notify all in¬ 
terested persons that certain approvals 
have been terminated as herein described 
during the period from March 2, 1976 to 
April 2. 1976 (List No. 5-76). These ac¬ 
tions were taken in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in 46 CFR 2.75-1 
to 2.75-50. 

2. The statutory authority for equip¬ 
ment, construction, and material ap¬ 
provals is generally set forth in sections 
367, 375, 390b. 416, 481, 489, 526p, and 
1333 of Title 46, United States Code, sec¬ 
tion 1333 of Title 43, United States Code, 
and section 198 of Title 50, United States 
Code. The Secretary of Transportation 
has delegated authority to the Com¬ 
mandant, U.S. Coast Gua rd w ith respect 
to these approvals (49 CFR 1.46(b)), 
The specifications prescribed by the 
Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard for cer¬ 
tain types of equipment, construc tion, 
and materials are set forth in 46 CFR 
Parts 160 to 164. 

3. Notwithstanding the termination of 
approval listed in this document, the 
equipment affected may be used as long 
as it remains in good and serviceable 
condition. 

Marine Buoyant Device 

The Hurtsboro Oak Flooring Company, 
Inc., Hurtsboro, Alabama 36860, no long¬ 
er manufactures certain marine buoyant 
devices and Approval Nos. 160.064/51/0, 
160.064/52/0, 160.064/53/0, 160.064/54/0, 
160.064/446/0, 160.064/447/0, 160.064/ 

448/0, 160.064/449/0, and 160.064/450/0 
were therefore terminated effective 
March 24, 1976. 

The Midwest Outerwear. Inc., Port 
Washington, Wisconsin 53074, no longer 
manufactures certain marine buoyant 


devices and Approval Nos. 160.064/375/ 0 
160.064/376/0, 160.064/377/0, 160.064/ 

378/0/, 160.064/458/0, 160.064/459/0, and 
160.064/460/0 were therefore terminated 
effective March 24,1976. 

The Saucier, Inc., 12985 Pioneer Trail. 
Eden Prairie, Minnesota 55343, no longer 
manufactures certain marine buoyant 
devices and Approval Nos. 160./064/511/ 
0. 160.064/512/0, 160.064/513/0, 160.064/ 
514/0, and 160.064/515/0 were therefore 
terminated effective March 2, 1976. 

The America’s Cup. Inc., 1443 Potrero, 
So. El Monte, California 91733, no longer 
manufactures certain marine buoyant 
devices and Approval Nos. 160.064/887 0 
160.064/888/0, 160.064/889/0, and 160 - 
064/890/0 were therefore terminated ef¬ 
fective March 30,1976. 

Protecting Cover for Lifeboats 

The Gentex Corporation, Carbondale. 
Pennsylvania 18407, no longer manu¬ 
factures certain protecting covers for 
lifeboats and Approval No. 160.065/5/0 
was therefore terminated effective 
March 2,1976. 

Incombustible Materials for Merchant 
Vessels 

The Keene Corporation, Ceiling and 
Insulation Division, Princeton Sendee 
Center, U.S. Route 1, Princeton, New 
Jersey 08540, Approval No. 164.009/49/0 
expired and was terminated effective 
April 2,1976. 

Dated: April 29, 1976. 

J. V. Caffrey, 

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Acting Chief , Office of Mer¬ 
chant Marine Safety. 

[FR Doc.76-13207 Filed 5-5-76;8: 45 am] 


[CCGD5-76-02R] 

PRESIDENT'S CUP REGATTA 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 

Special Local Regulations 

Under the authority of the Act of 
April 28, 1908 (35 Stat, 69) as amended, 
and 33 CFR 100.35, as amended, this 
notice promulgates special local regula¬ 
tions for the President’s Cup Regatta. 
These special local regulations are estab¬ 
lished to insure the safety of life on the 
Potomac River at Washington. D.C., im¬ 
mediately before, during, and immedi¬ 
ately after this regatta. Since these spe¬ 
cial rules must be made effective in less 
than 30 days to apply at the time of the 
scheduled event, I find that notice and 
public procedure on the issuance of these 
rules is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest and that they may be 
made effective in less than 30 days from 
publication. 

(A) Location. The area subject to these 
regulations is those waters enclosed by 
a line drawn from the southern tip of 
Haines Point northwards along the 
eastern seawall to a point 1,000 feet from 
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the southern tip of Haines Point; thence 
easterly to a point 400 feet from the sea¬ 
wall; thence in a southerly direction to 
a point 1,400 feet distant, thence along 
a line of bearing 240° T. to the Virgina 
shore, upstream thence along the Vir¬ 
ginia shoreline to the Penn Central Rail¬ 
road bridge between Washington, D.C., 
and Arlington, Va.; thence 034° T. to the 
Potomac Park-Potomac River shoreline; 
thence along the Potomac Park-Potomac 
River shoreline to the southern tip of 
Haines Point. — 

<B) Regulations. (1) Except for partic¬ 
ipants in the President’s Cup Regatta 
or persons or vessels authorized by the 
Coast Guard patrol officer, no person or 
vessel may enter or remain in the area 
specified in paragraph (a) of these regu¬ 
lations. 

(2) The operator of any vessel in the 
immediate vicinity of the area specified 
in paragraph (a) above of these regu¬ 
lations shall: 

(i) Stop his vessel immediately upon 
healing five or more short blasts of a 
horn or whistle from any vessel display¬ 
ing a Coast Guard emblem; and 

<ii) Proceed as directed by any Coast 
Guard officer or petty officer. 

(3) Any spectator vessel may anchor 
outside of the area specified in paragraph 
(a) of these regulations. 

(4) The Coast Guard patrol officer is 
a commissioned officer of the Coast 
Guard, who has been designated by the 
Commander, Fifth Coast Guard District. 

<5> These regulations and other appli¬ 
cable laws and regulations are enforced 
by Coast Guard officers and petty officers 
on board Coast Guard, public, and pri¬ 
vate vessels displaying the Coast Guard 
emblem. 

(Sec. 1, 35 Stat. 69 as amended, sec. 6(b)(1) 
80 Stat. 937; 46 U.S.C. sec. 454. 49 U.S.C. see. 
1655(b)(1); 33 CFR 100.35, 49 CFR 1.48(b).) 

Effective Dates. These regulations are 
effective from 9:00 a.m. EDST until 6:00 
p.m. EDST on May 26, 27, 28. 29, and 30. 

1976. 

Dated: April 20,1976. 

J. E. JOHANSFN, 

Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Commander, Fifth Coast 
Guard District. 

[PR Doc.76-13208 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


AMERICAN INDIAN POLICY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

Hearings 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
provision of the Joint Resolution estab¬ 
lishing the American Indian Policy Re¬ 
view Commission (Pub. L. 93-580), as 
amended, that hearings related to their 
proceedings will be held in conjunctiqp 
with the Commission’s investigation of 
Indian economic development. 

These hearings are being held in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s mandate 
to “review • • ♦ the policies, practices, 
find structure of the federal agencies 
charged with protecting Indian resources 
and providing services to the Indians," 


and to collect and compile “data neces¬ 
sary to understand the extent of Indian 
needs which presently exist or will exist 
in the near future.’’ The Commission 
Task Force on Reservation and Resource 
Development and Protection will also 
participate in these hearings. 

Senator James Abourezk (D-SD) will 
chair the hearings on May 29 and 30, 
1976. at the Scottsdale Hilton. 6333 N. 
Scottsdale Road at Lincoln. Scottsdale, 
Arizona. 

The American Indian Policy Review 
Commission has been authorized by Con¬ 
gress to conduct a comprehensive review 
of the historical and legal developments 
underlying the unique relationship of 
Indians to the Federal Government in 
order to determine the nature and scope 
of necessary revision in the formulation 
of policies and programs for the benefit 
of Indians. The Commission is composed 
of eleven Representatives and five mem¬ 
bers of the Indian community elected by 
the Congressional members. 

The actual investigations are con¬ 
ducted by eleven task forces in designated 
subject areas. These hearings will focus 
on issues related to Task Force No. 7's 
investigation of reservation and resource 
development and protection. 

Persons wishing ta testify or desiring 
further information should call Kirke 
Kickingbird at 202-225-1284 or write to 
his attention at the American Indian 
Policy Review Commission. HOB Annex 
No. 2. 2nd and D Streets, SW, Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20515. 

Dated: April 27, 1076. 

Kirke Kickingbird, 
General Counsel. 

|FR Doc.76-13234 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am) 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Order 76-4-1831 

AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC. 

Order Granting Exemption 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington. D.C. on 
the 30th day of April, 1976. 

By special tariff permission filed 
April 23, 1976, pursuant to Order 76-2- 
98, American Airlines, Inc. (American) 
requests authority to implement fares in 
selected markets constructed on a 
formula lower than the formula used on 
the remainder of its system. American 
requests to postpone until May 15. 1976, 
in selected markets its two-percent fare 
increase currently on file for effective¬ 
ness May 1, 1976. 

In support of its application, American 
states that May 1, 1976, a two-percent 
systemwide increase in its local fares is 
scheduled to become effective. However, 
certain other carriers did not similarly 
increase their fares until May 15, 1976. 
As a result. American cannot afford to be 
placed at a competitive disadvantage by 
being forced to offer higher fares during 
the interim fifteen-day period. 

While we are not persuaded that the 
exemption granted in Order 76-2-98 from 
the Board’s Phase 9 decision is applicable 


to tariff filings which are to become 
effective after April 1. 1976, we believe 
the carriers should be permitted an addi¬ 
tional thirty-day period to withdraw or 
postpone increases in selected markets 
where a competing carrier has not yet 
implemented a similar increase. 

The present circumstances are identi¬ 
cal to those that existed just two months 
ago. Although only American has sought 
further relief from the Board’s Phase 9 
decision, we will include all carriers in 
order to afford others the same oppor¬ 
tunity. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, and 
particularly section 416(b) thereof. 

It is ordered that: The U.S. trunkline 
and local service carriers be and they 
hereby are exempted from the require¬ 
ments of Order 74-12-109 for a period of 
thirty days from the date of service 
hereof to the extent necessary to permit 
them to file tariffs containing fares in 
selected markets constructed on a fare 
formula lower than the formula used on 
the remainder of their systems where 
such action is necessary to maintain cr 
return to a previously existing competi¬ 
tive posture. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

Ey the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

Phyllis T. Kaylor, 
Acting Secretary. 

IFR Dl>c. 73- 13221 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 ami 


[Order 76^1-180; Docket 291981 

ALASKA AIRLINES, INC., ET AL. 

Domestic Passenger-Fare Increase; Order 
o? Investigation and Suspension 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in Washington, D.C. on the 
30th day of April, 1976. 

By tariff revisions 1 marked to become 
effective May 1, 1976, Alaska Airlines, 
Inc. (Alaska) proposes a general system- 
wide fare increase of three percent Effec¬ 
tive the same date. Northfest Airlines, 
Inc. (Northwest) and Western Air Lines, 
Inc., (Western) propose to increase their 
48 state-Alaslca fares also by three per¬ 
cent. 

Alaska contends that the proposed in¬ 
crease is necessary because of continuing 
inflationary pressures which affect it as 
well as the rest of the industry. The car¬ 
rier notes that the last fare increase 
which it has been able to implement .(five 
percent in its southeast Alaska markets) 
was in September 1974/ The carrier also 
notes that fares in the 48 states have in¬ 
creased over 20 percent since March 1974. 
Alaska contends that fares in Alaska 
markets, which in the past have been es¬ 
tablished at a higher level than domestic 
fares in recognition of the higher operat¬ 
ing cost inherent in Alaska operations, 
are now at nearly the same level as 
domestic fares. Northwest and Western 
advance similar arguments. 

Alaska argues that, while all carriers 
operating in 48 state-Alaska markets ex¬ 
perience significantly higher costs, car- 
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riers serving states other than Alaska 
have the benefit of a substantially lower- 
cost operation within the 48 states. As 
a result, the relatively high cost of serv¬ 
ice to Alaska is averaged into these car¬ 
riers’ system unit cost and, therefore, 
does not reflect the true cost of their 48 
state-Alaska services. Alaska estimates a 
return of 9.26 percent for its passenger 
operation with no fare increase. Includ¬ 
ing a cost-inflation adjustment to April 

I. 1976 and subsidy payments, and an 

II. 05 percent return with the proposed 
three-percent fare increase (including 
its 10 percent freight increase which be¬ 
came effective March 1. 1976); 

Alaska contends that its operating cost 
per available ton mile is 34 percent above 
that of the domestic trunk carriers, and 
that its cost per revenue ton mile is 
15 percent higher. Northwest and 
Western also cite cost differentials (48 
states-Alaska versus 48 states) for se¬ 
lected cost elements. Northwest estimates 
a rate of return for its 48 state-Alaska 
operation of 10.77 percent for the year 
1976 without the proposed fare increase, 
and 11.69 percent with it. Northwest’s 
forecast includes all operations, includ¬ 
ing cargo. Western did not submit an 
evaluation of its 48 state-Alaska entity, 
but instead couched its revenue need in 
terms of system operations. 

Upon consideration of the tariff fil¬ 
ings, the carriers’ justifications, and all 
relevant matters, the Board finds that 
the proposed fare increase (other than 
in intra-Alaska markets not served by 
through jet service), may be unjust, un¬ 
reasonable. unjustly discriminatory, un¬ 
duly preferential, unduly prejudicial, or 
otherwise unlawful and should be inves¬ 
tigated. The Board has also concluded to 
suspend the fares pending investigation. 
It seems clear from our analysis, dis¬ 
cussed below, that Alaska is incurring 
sizeable losses in its intrastate “bush” 
services and that the proposed fare in¬ 
crease is warranted in those markets. 

An evaluation of Alaska’s proposal is 
difficult and complex for several reasons. 
First, Alaska's 48 state-Alaska and intra- 
Alaska operations should be evaluated 
separately, since each represents a dis¬ 
tinct type of operation. The carrier, on 
the other hand, has provided only system 
data in its justification. Second, the 
Board has long evaluated the industry's 
revenue need on the basis of aggregate 
operations in a given ratemaking entity. 
However Alaska’s competitors have 
provided little data which is useful in 
determining revenue need in this rate- 
making entity. Pan American World Air¬ 
ways, Inc. (Pan American) has not pro¬ 
posed to increase its fares, and the data 
provided by Northwest and Western is 
clearly inadequate. Northwest’s submis¬ 
sion is based on total 48 state-Alaska 
operations, not just scheduled passenger 


1 Revisions to Airline Tariff Publishers, Inc. 
Agent, Tariff C.A.B. No. 258. 

- The most recent fare Increase in its long- 
haul markets (Seattle-Anchorage/Falrbanks) 
was 5.6 percent, permitted to become effective 
in March 1974. 


NOTICES 

service, despite acknowledgment in its 
justification that a substantial part of 
its operation is accommodation of in¬ 
creased demand for cargo service. 
Western’s submission is based on sys¬ 
tem data and has not been demonstrated 
relevant in the ratemaking entity here 
under consideration. 

However, relying on data available at 
the Board, we have calculated Alaska’s 
revenue need (excluding subsidy) sepa¬ 
rately for its 48 state-Alaska and intra- 
Alaska “bush” operations. In doing so, 
we have accepted modifications in ex¬ 
perienced data proposed by the carrier 
to reflect the replacement of its B-720 
aircraft with B-727-100 equipment and 
termination of its Arctic operations. 
Although the equipment substitution 
will result in additional flying time to 
maintain the same level of capacity (the 
B-727 is configured for 96 seats as op¬ 
posed to 120 seats in the B-720), we have 
accepted Alaska’s contention that the 
additional mileage and frequency will 
not generate additional traffic and that 
current load-factor levels preclude any 
reduction in available seat-miles. On this 
basis, for calendar year 1975 Alaska’s re¬ 
turn is 0.94 percent in its 48 state- 
Alaska service; and —56.45 percent for 
its “bush” operations. See Appendices 
A and B. respectively. 

While, as indicated below, we are rely¬ 
ing on the states-Alaska results as com¬ 
puted, it is our judgment that the indi¬ 
cated return on investment is under¬ 
stated. It is noteworthy that, in our 
recent order instituting an investiga¬ 
tion of the carrier’s subsidy rate, the 
rate of return, including the unprofit¬ 
able states-Alaska route, before subsidy 
was found to be 26.3 percent for 1975. 
(Order 76-3-147). Moreover, it is most 
unlikely, in our judgment, that the car¬ 
rier’s replacement of its B-720 aircraft 
with more efficient B-727-100 planes 
should result in a deterioration of the 
rate of return of the magnitude indicated 
by the carrier, even allowing for the 
added investment related to the replace¬ 
ment aircraft. We further note that the 
carrier’s operations for the first quarter 
of 1976 represented a substantial im¬ 
provement over the first quarter of 
1975.” Finally, the carrier’s low rate of 
return seems out of line with the much 
higher returns which we have derived 
for the other states-Alaska operators. 

In any event, as shown below, when 
the operations of all carriers, including 
those of Alaska, are considered, it ap¬ 
pears that a fare increase would not be 
warranted. Our evaluation of the aggre¬ 
gate revenue need of the total 48 state- 
Alaska service was accomplished by uti¬ 
lizing the carriers* Form 41 reports and 
service-segment data.' This evaluation 


» The Wall Street Journal of April 27. 1976 
reported Alaska’s first quarter 1976 net in¬ 
come as $528,776 as compared with a loss of 
$147,286 for 1975. The carrier reported reve¬ 
nues of $14,400,000, an increase of 17 percent 
over the first quarter 1975 total of $12,300,- 
000 . 


indicates a return for the total 48 state- 
Alaska ratemaking entity of 14.51 per¬ 
cent. We have accepted most of the 
various assumptions and adjustments 
made by Alaska, including the level of 
operations assumed by that carrier with 
B-727-100 equipment, its operating cost 
levels, and costing methodology, al¬ 
though we are inclined to believe that 
this results in overstating expenses. We 
did, however, calculate an industry cost- 
inflation factor of 3.9 percent for this 
entity compared with the 6.59 percent 
used by Alaska which is based only on 
its operations. We also used a 10 percent 
cost differential for 48 state-Alaska serv¬ 
ice versus operations within the 48 
states for Northwest and Western. 0 Thus, 
accepting arguendo most of the carriers’ 
assumptions, and excluding any rate¬ 
making adjustments routinely made with 
respect to evaluation of fare level within 
the 48 states (standard seating, stand¬ 
ard load factor, utilization, and dis¬ 
count fare normalization) the 48 state- 
Alaska return on investment is about 
14.5 percent without any fare increase. 
See Appendix A. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a), 403, 404, and 1002 
thereof, 

It is ordered that: 1. An investigation 
be instituted to determine whether the 
fares and provisions described in Ap¬ 
pendix C attached hereto, and rules, 
regulations, and practices affecting such 
fares and provisions, are or will be un¬ 
just, unreasonable, unjustly discrimina¬ 
tory, unduly preferential, unduly preju¬ 
dicial. or otherwise unlawful, and, if 
found to be unlawful, to determine and 
prescribe the lawful fares and provi¬ 
sions, and rules, regulations, or practices 
affecting such fares and provisions; 

2. Pending hearing and decision by the 
Board, the fares and provisions de¬ 
scribed in Appendix C hereto are sus¬ 
pended and their use deferred to and in¬ 
cluding July 29, 1976, unless otherwise 
ordered by the Board, and that no 
changes be made therein during the pe¬ 
riod of suspension except by order or 
special permission of the Board; 

3. The investigation ordered herein be 
assigned before an Administrative Law 


4 Certain assumptions and allocations 
have been necessary; however. Domestic 
Passenger-Fare Investigation (DPFI) cost¬ 
ing methodology has been followed as closely 
as practicable. 

^The carriers have failed to make a case 
for the differentials alleged to exist. They 
ignore the favorable operating range of the 
major market, Seattle-Anchorage and. for 
the most part, focus on selected cost ele¬ 
ments without actually tying the alleged 
impact to their 48 state-Alaska operations. 
The extent to which the favorable operat¬ 
ing conditions offset higher costs is not 
known. However, we have made no DPFI 
adjustments relating to standard seating, 
standard load factor, utilization, or dis¬ 
count fares, and it is possible that such 
adjustments would offset any net cost dif¬ 
ferential which may exist at least in part. 
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Judge of the Board at a time and place 
hereafter to be designated; and 

4. Copies of this order be filed in the 
aforesaid tariff and be served upon Alas¬ 
ka Airlines, Inc., Northwest Airlines, 
Inc., and Western Air Lines. Inc., who 
are hereby made parties to this proceed¬ 
ing. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.® 

[seal] Phyllis T. Kaylor, 

Acting Secretary . 

[FR Doc.76-13218 FUed 6-5-76;8:45 am] 


[Order 76-4-181: Docket 29034. 29035] 

ALASKA AIRLINES, INC. AND WIEN AIR 
ALASKA, INC. 

Subsidy Mail Rates 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. on 
the 30th day of April, 1976. 

By Order 76-3—147. dated March 23, 

1976, the Board instituted investigations 
to determine whether revised subsidy 
mail rates should be established for Alas¬ 
ka Airlines, Inc.. (Alaska) and Wien Air 
Alaska, Inc., (Wien). The order also re¬ 
opened, as of March 23, 1976, the final 
subsidy rates presently in effect for these 
carriers and directed Alaska and Wien 
to supply specific information for the 
years ending June 30. 1976 and June 30, 

1977, to assist the Board in the investi¬ 
gations. 

On April 2, 1976, Alaska petitioned the 
Board to reconsider and modify Order 
76-3-147. Specifically, Alaska requests 
that it be permitted to supply the data 
for the years ending March 31. 1977 and 
March 31, 1978 instead of for the annual 
periods specified in the Attachment to 
Order 76-3-147. In addition, Alaska re¬ 
quests that it be allowed to file data dif¬ 
fering from that specified in that attach¬ 
ment as long as the filing of such data is 
mutually acceptable to the carrier and 
the Board's staff after appropriate dis¬ 
cussion. The carrier further requests per- 
mision, at least initially, to furnish the 
required data directly to the Board's Sub¬ 
sidy Section rather than in a public 
docket. 

On April 9. 1976, Wien filed an Answer 
in support of the Petition for Reconsid¬ 
eration of Alaska Airlines. Wien concurs 
with the relief requested by Alaska and 
urges that it be granted. Wien requests 
further that the action taken to grant 
Alaska’s petition be made equally appli¬ 
cable to Wien. 

The Board has determined to modify 
the Attachment to Order 76-3-147 so as 
to require Alaska and Wien to supply the 
information specified therein for the 
years ending March 31, 1977 and March 
31, 1978, in lieu of the periods previously 
specified. In addition, the carriers will 
be required to supply actual data for the 
year ended March 31, 1976, which will 
give the Board a factual basts for com¬ 
parison with the forecast operating data 

•'Appendices A. B, and C filed as part of 
the original document. 


supplied by the carriers to determine 
whether the forecast results are reason¬ 
able for subsidy purposes. 

On its own initiative, the Board is fur¬ 
ther modifying the Attachment to Order 
76-3-147 to require Alaska and Wien to 
separate the operating statistics and fi¬ 
nancial data requested for the sched¬ 
uled mainline combination services into 
those which are subsidy-eligible and 
subsidy-ineligible, according to the 
terms of the carriers* certificates. 

In view of these revisions, the Board 
will extend the filing due date to 45 days 
after the service of this order. 

The Board has decided not to grant 
the request of Alaska and Wien that 
Order 76-3-147 be modified so as to per¬ 
mit the carriers to deviate from the pre¬ 
scribed format of the attachment to the 
order. It is essential to a thorough anal¬ 
ysis of the carriers* subsidy needs that 
data be supplied, to the extent possible, 
in the format detailed in Order 76-3- 
147. Of course, the carriers are free to 
discuss specific data problems with the 
Board’s staff. 

As for the requests for confidentiality, 
neither carrier has submitted adequate 
reasons for justifying such a procedure 
at this time and such requests will 
therefore be denied. Alaska contends 
that public disclosure of the information 
specified in the attachment could create 
a delay in the investigation because of 
the carrier’s inhibitions in revealing sen¬ 
sitive information that could plate it at 
a competitive disadvantage. Wien con¬ 
tends that at this stage it would be in 
keeping with the spirit of the nature of 
these proceedings to maintain confiden¬ 
tiality. This vague and general reason¬ 
ing has not convinced the Board that 
the data to be supplied in this case war¬ 
rants confidentiality. Inasmuch as Alas¬ 
ka and Wien are receiving subsidies, 
there are even further considerations for 
requiring public airing of the informa¬ 
tion. We would note, however, that nei¬ 
ther carrier is precluded from exercising 
its right to seek confidential treatment 
of specified material under section 1104 
of the Act in accordance with Rule 39 
of the Board's Rules of Practice. 

Therefore, except to the extent modi¬ 
fied herein, we will reaffirm Order 76-3- 
147. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958. and particularly 
sections 102, 204, 406, and 1002(b) 
thereof, 

It is ordered that: 1. The heading on 
page 1 of the Attachment to Order 76-3- 
147 be and it hereby is modified to read: 
"Information to be supplied by Alaska 
Airlines. Inc., and Wien Air Alaska, 
Inc.—Actual Data for the Year Ended 
March 31, 1976 and Forecast Data for the 
Years Ending March 31, 1977 and 

March 31. 1978”; 

2. Line I.A. under Operating Statistics 
on page 1 of the Attachment to Order 76- 
3-147 and it hereby is modified to read: 
"Mainline Combination Services—By 
Aircraft Type—Subsidy-Eligible and 
Subsidy-Ineligible Operations,” and line 
I.A. under Financial Data on page 2 of 
the Attachment to Order 76-3-147 be and 


it hereby is modified to read: "Mainline 
Combination Services—Subsidy-Eligible 
and Subsidy-Ineligible Operations”; 

3. Alaska Airlines, Inc., and Wien Air 
Alaska. Inc. are directed to file with the 
Board, in affidavit form within 45 days 
after service of this order, the informa¬ 
tion specified in the Attachment to Order 
76-3-147, as modified herein: 

4. The Petition for Reconsideration of 
Alaska Airlines. Inc., in Docket 29034, 
and the Answer of Wien Air Alaska, Inc., 
in Dockets 29034 and 29035, in support 
of Alaska’s petition, be and they hereby 
are denied in all other respects; and 

5. This order shall be served upon 
Alaska Airlines, Inc., Wien Air Alaska, 
Inc., and the Postmaster General. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[sealI Phyllis T. Kaylor, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76 13219 Filed 5-6-76:8:45 am] 


[Docket 28339] 

JETSAVE LTD. 

Prehearing Conference 

Notice is hereby given that a prehear¬ 
ing conference in this proceeding is as¬ 
signed to be held on June 2, 1976. at 9:30 
a.m. (local time), in Room 1003, Hear¬ 
ing Room B. North Universal Building, 
1875 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., before Administrative Law 
Judge Janet D. Saxon. 

In order to facilitate the conduct of 
the conference, parties are instructed to 
submit one copy to each party and six 
copies to the Judge of (1) proposed 
statements of issues; (2) proposed stipu¬ 
lations: (3) proposed requests for in¬ 
formation and for evidence: (4) state¬ 
ments of positions: and (5) proposed 
procedural dates. The Bureau of Operat¬ 
ing Rights will circulate its material on 
or before May 20. 1976. and the other 
parties on or before May 27. 1976. The 
submissions of the other parties shall be 
limited to points on which they differ 
w T ith the Bureau, and shall follow the 
numbering and lettering used by the Bu¬ 
reau to facilitate cross-referencing. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., April 29, 
1976. 

[seal] Robert L. Park, 

Chief Administrative Law Judge. 

[FR Doc.76-13214 FUed 6-5-76:8:45 am] 


[Order 76-4-177; Dockets 28778, 28788 
and 28858, 28863, 289121 

OZARK AIR LINES ET AL. 

Additional Dallas/Ft. Worth-Kansas City 
Nonstop Service Case 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 30th day of April. 1976. 

By Order 76-1-82 adopted January 22, 
1976, the Board instituted the Additional 
Dallas/Ft. Worth-Kansas City Nonstop 
Service Case to consider whether the 
public convenience and necessity require 
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the certification of an additional air car¬ 
rier or carriers to engage in nonstop air 
transportation between Dallas /Ft. 
Worth and Kansas City and, if so, to 
determine which air carrier(s) should 
be authorized to provide such service. 
The case also includes the issue of 
whether the existing nonstop authority 
of Frontier Airlines between the two 
points should be modified, terminated, or 
suspended. 

The Board’s order consolidated into 
the proceeding the pending applications 
for nonstop authority between these two 
points filed by Texas International Air¬ 
lines in Docket 28335 and by Trans 
World Airlines in Docket 28718. The or¬ 
der provided that petitions for recon¬ 
sideration and motions to consolidate 
any other applications should be filed 
with the Board by February 11. 1976, and 
that answers thereto should be filed by 
February 23, 1976. 

On January 26. 1976. Ozark Air Lines 
filed an application, in Docket 28788. for 
amendment of its certificate for Route 
107 so as to authorize it to provide non¬ 
stop service between Kansas City, Mis¬ 
souri. and Houston, Texas. The applica¬ 
tion was accompanied by a motion for 
expedited hearing. On February 11. 
1976, Ozark filed an application for non¬ 
stop authority between Kansas City and 
Dallas/Ft. Worth, Docket 28858. Simul¬ 
taneously, Ozark filed a petition for re¬ 
consideration of Order 76-1-82 and a 
motion to consolidate its applications in 
Dockets 28788 and 28858 into the Addi¬ 
tional Dallas/Ft. Worth-Kansas City 
Nonstop Case. Ozark’s request to con¬ 
solidate its application in Docket 28858 
is unopposed. Answers in support of 
Ozark’s petition and motion to add the 
Kansas City-Houston market have been 
filed by Delta. Frontier, TWA, * 1 * * TXIA/ 
The City and Chamber of Commerce of 
Houston, the City and Chamber of Com¬ 
merce of Kansas City, and the Waterloo 
Iowa Airport Commission. Answers op¬ 
posing inclusion of the Kansas City- 
Houston market were filed by Bran iff, 
and the Bureau of Operating Rights. 

In support of its request to include the 
Kansas City-Houston market. Ozark 
contends that TXIA’s service proposal 
shows that 26.5 percent of the total traffic 
TXIA expects to carry in the Dallas/ 
Ft. Worth-Kansas City market and over 
45 percent of its beyond traffic will be 
moving between Kansas City and Hous¬ 
ton. Ozark contends that its own applica¬ 
tion is therefore essentially identical to 
that of TXIA in that each carrier is re¬ 
questing authority to operate service be¬ 
tween Kansas City and Houston—one via 


1 On February 23, 1976, TWA submitted an 
application of its own for Kansas City- 
Houston nonstop rights (Docket 28912) and 
moved the consolidation of its application 
into the Additional Dallas/Ft. Worth-Kansas 
City Nonstop Case. 

-TXIA, however, proposed a pretrial re¬ 
striction against single-plane service between 
Dallas/Ft. Worth and Des Moines or Min¬ 
neapolis via Kansas City. 


Dallas/Ft. Worth and one nonstop.® 
Ozark claims that the exclusion of its 
Houston-Kansas City application from 
contemporaneous consideration in this 
case would prejudice any later considera¬ 
tion of Ozark’s application. 

Delta supports inclusion of the Kansas 
City-Houston market 4 on grounds that 
this is a major monopoly market, that 
Delta serves both points, and that the 
time has come for removal of the out¬ 
moded restriction in Delta’s certificate 
requiring it to serve Springfield, Missouri, 
and Memphis, Tennessee, on flights be¬ 
tween Kansas City and Houston. Frontier 
supports consolidation on grounds that 
Ozark’s application for Houston-Kansas 
City authority directly relates to the is¬ 
sue of whether TXIA could profitably 
operate nonstop service between Dallas/ 
Ft. Worth and Kansas City. 

Texas International supports includ¬ 
ing the issues of Kansas City-Houston 
nonstop authority subject to a pretrial 
restriction, stating that since the market 
is such an important part of its own pro¬ 
posal for a Dallas/Ft. Worth-Kansas 
City route it would be conducive to the 
dispatch of the Board’s business to hear 
nonstop service proposals in the same 
case. As indicated, the civic parties sup¬ 
port, and Braniff and the Bureau of Op¬ 
erating Rights oppose, inclusion of the 
Kansas City-Houston market in this 
proceeding." 

On February 11, 1976, North Central 
Airlines filed an application, in Docket 
28863, for nonstop authority between 
Kansas City and Dallas/Ft. Worth, 
and between Omaha and Dallas/Ft. 
Worth. On the same date North Central 
filed a petition for reconsideration of 
Order 76-1-82 together with a motion to 
consolidate its applications in Docket 
28863 into the Additional Dallas/Ft. 
Worth-Kansas City Nonstop Case. No 
one opposes North Central’s motion to 
the extent it requests consolidation of its 
application for nonstop authority be¬ 
tween Dallas/Ft. Worth and Kansas City. 
The only answer supporting consolida¬ 
tion of the Omaha-Dallas/Ft. Worth 
market into this proceeding was filed by 
the Omaha Airport Authority. Answers 
in opposition were filed by Braniff, Fron¬ 
tier. Ozark, TWA, TXIA. and the Bu¬ 
reau of Operating Rights. 

North Central contends that in the 
Gulf States-Midwest Points Service In¬ 


' Ozark claims that competitive service in 
the Kansas City-Houston market is long 
overdue and that, if certificated, it will pro¬ 
vide the first single-plane service between 
Houston, on the one hand, and Milwaukee. 
Des Moines, and the Quad Cities Cedar 
Rapids via Kansas City. It contends that it 
will earn a profit and reduce its subsidy need 
by $2 million in the first year of operation 
with only minor diversion from Braniff. 

4 Delta says that It will file an application 
if the Houston market is consolidated. 

1 Ozark has moved to file a reply to the 

answers of TXIA and the Bureau. We will 

deny its motion as moot in view of our dis¬ 
position of the Kansas City-Houston Issue, 

infra. 


vestigation decided in 1969; to which the 
Board referred in instituting the presen \ 
case. Frontier was certificated to com¬ 
pete with Braniff in the nonstop Dallas 
Ft. Worth-Kansas City market on the 
grounds of its ability to provide improved 
single-plane Omaha-Dallas/Ft. Worth 
service and that Frontier’s abandon¬ 
ment of the nonstop market has worked 
a serious hardship on passengers from 
Omaha as well as from many smaller 
communities in Nebraska, Iowa. Minne¬ 
sota and the Dakotas/ The carrier con¬ 
tends that the market is now large 
enough to support nonstop service, that 
there has never been an investigation of 
Omaha’s major service needs to the 
south, and that this proceeding presents 
an opportunity to remedy the situation. 
North Central contends, moreover, that it 
is entitled to a comparative hearing of 
its application under the Ashbacker Doc¬ 
trine/ 

We will consolidate into this proceed¬ 
ing the applications of Ozark, in Docket 
28858, and of North Central, in Docket 
28863, to the extent the latter requests 
nonstop authority between Dallas/Ft. 
Worth and Kansas City. Such requests 
conform to the scope of the proceeding 
as set forth in Order 76-1-82 and meet 
the criteria for consolidation prescribed 
in Rule 12 of the Board’s Rules of Prac¬ 
tice. 

We will not expand the issues to in¬ 
clude nonstop authority beween Kansas 
City and Houston or between Dallas/Ft, 
Worth and Omaha. There is no require¬ 
ment that these applications be consol¬ 
idated. No party had made any showing 
that these requests and the applications 
which are consolidated into the case are 
mutually exclusive. In any event the cer¬ 
tification in this proceeding of an ad¬ 
ditional cameras), which will be able to 
provide one-stop service in Houston- 
Kansas City market or in the Dallas/Ft. 
Worth-Omaha market, would not pre¬ 
clude the Board, in future proceedings 
from considering the question of non¬ 
stop service in either market. All parties 
will have ample opportunity to present 
evidence in this case demonstrating the 
public benefits, in terms of single-plane 
service for Omaha or Houston, which 
would result from tacking a Dallas/Ft. 
Worth-Kansas City route onto the route 
system of any applicant carrier. In ac¬ 
cordance with standard Board practice, 
the parties will also be permitted to 
introduce evidence with respect to the 
mutual exclusivity issue. 

We conclude that it would be undesir¬ 
able to consolidate consideration of 
nonstop service in the Houston-Kansas 
City or Dallas/Ft. Worth-Omaha mar¬ 
kets into this proceeding. They are both 
outside the scope of the case as framed by 


••'52 CAB 188 (1969). 

’Branlff’s best Omaha-DaUas/Ft. Worth 
authority is one-stop via Kansas City or 
Tulsa. 

s Ashbacker v. FCC 326 U.S. 327 (1945). 
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Order 76-1-82. The proceeding was de¬ 
signed in that order to focus on the 
Dallas/Ft. Worth-Kansas City market 
which has been found to require compet¬ 
itive nonstop service in the Gulf States- 
Midwest Points Service Investigation, 52 
CAB 188 (1969). The case is already 
quite complex, involving several trunk 
and local service carriers and the issue 
of suspension or deletion of one carrier’s 
authority. The Board’s resources are lim¬ 
ited and must be directed to the mat¬ 
ters most requiring attention. It is clear 
from a view of the characteristics of 
the markets that the Dallas/ Ft. Worth- 
Kansas City market is in greater need 
of attention than the other two markets 
proposed to be included. 1 * As noted, the 
local O&D plus connecting traffic be¬ 
tween Dallas/Ft. Worth and Kansas City 
is over twice that of the Houston mar¬ 
ket and more than four times greater 
than the Omaha market. The simpler 
and more straightforward the issues in 
a proceeding and the more carefully they 
are delimited and defined, the more ex¬ 
peditiously the proceeding can be con¬ 
cluded. It is clear from the proposal by 
Ozark and North Central and the re¬ 
sponses of the other carriers that con¬ 
solidation would significantly increase 
the geographic scope and evidentiary 
burden of this case and bring four times 
greater than the Omaha market. 1 ' The 
simpler and more straightforward the 
issues in a proceeding and the more care¬ 
fully they are delimited and defined, the 
more expeditiously the proceeding can be 
concluded. It is clear from the proposals 
by Ozark and North Central and the 


'The primary characteristics of the Dal¬ 
las/Ft. Worth-Kansas City market as com¬ 
pared to the two markets sought to be con¬ 
solidated into this proceeding are as follows: 


Year ended 

Mar. 31, 1975 

Dallas/ 

Ft. 

Worth- 

Kansas 

City 

Houston- 

Kansas 

City 

Dallas/ 

Ft. 

Worth- 

Oinnlm 

Local O. A D. plus 
connecting pas¬ 
sengers.. 

168,950 

72,320 

39.210 

Daily one-way 
passengers.. 

231 

99 

54 

Bnnlff online 

O. A 1>. .... 

158,010 

68,460 

32,611 

HrnnifT share of 
online O. A D. 
(percent).. 

96 

98 

87 

UranifT dally non¬ 
stop round trips, 
Feb. 1, 1976, 

OAO. 

n* 

1 

0 

HrnnifT daily round 
trips, 1 or more 
stops, Feb. 1, 

1970. OAG. 

Vi 

3 

1 3M 

Branlff nonstop 
load factors, 1974 
(peree.nl). 

67.9 

*46.8 

None 


1 In Its answer to North OptitraTs motion to 
consolidate tiled on Feb. 20, 1970, Frontier alleges 
that within approximately 90 days In intends to 
Inauguarate two dally B-737 one-stop round trip* 
between Omaha, Kansas City, and Dallas/Ft. 
Worth. 

* Year ended June 30,1975. 

30 Members MlnettI and West In their con¬ 
currence and dissent suggest that the Hous- 


responses of the other carriers that con¬ 
solidation would significantly increase 
the geographic scope and evidentiary 
burden of this case and bring in a num¬ 
ber of new parties." If we were to in¬ 
clude these markets, and perhaps others 
which could subsequently claim inclu¬ 
sion under the same criteria, it would 
transform this limited manageable case 
into a proceeding much larger and more 
difficult to complete. Consolidation, 
therefore, would merely serve to delay 
unduly the final decision in the case 
and would not be conducive to the 
proper dispatch of the Board’s business. 
For these reasons we will not expand the 
proceeding beyond the scope set forth in 
Order 76-1-82 “ 


ton-Kansas City market should be included 
in this proceeding because the market is 
“about the same size, or larger than several 
other markets In which the Board recently 
either has awarded competitive authority 
(Philadelphla-Rochester/Syracuse: most of 
the Omaha and D?s Moines markets) or has 
set applications for competitive authority for 
hearing (Sacramento-Denver)They go on 
to suggest that failure to include the Hous- 
ton-Kuisas City market in this case "raises 
serlous questions of consistency in the 
standards applied by the Board." 

We point out that market size, whether 
measured by O & D traffic or otherwise, does 
not represent the sole determinant of the 
need to set down a new route proceeding or 
award new authority. Indeed, we recently set 
down the Sacramentc-Denver Case even 
though the O &: D and interline connecting 
passenger'* numbered only 61,000 in 1974 be¬ 
cause we believed that “the~e figures may be 
understated In view of Sacramento’s proxim¬ 
ity to San Francisco, which could be produc¬ 
ing a significant bleed-oil of Sacramento 
traffic to San Francisco via surface means or 
Intrastate air carrier" (Order 76-3-39, p. 5). 
No similar showing has been made with re¬ 
spect to the Houston-Kansas City market. 
With regard to the PhUadelphla-Rochester/ 
Syracuse and Omaha Des Moines markets we 
point out that these cases were set down for 
hearing under the standards of the late 
1960’s routes program and that awards were 
made for a variety of reasons, not merely 
market size. The Philadelphla-Roc lies ter/ 
Syracuse markets, for example, involved the 
removal of a stop-restrictIon and the award 
of permissive nonstop authority to a carrier 
already authorized in the markets (Alle¬ 
gheny, in fact, actually operated one-stop 
service for a period) while Ozark, which is 
the primary proponent of the Houston-Kan- 
sas City route, seeks an extension of its sys¬ 
tem to Houston, a point which it does not 
now serve. We do not, therefore, view our 
determination to exclude the Ho\iston-Kan- 
sas City market as inconsistent with the 
Board’s torrent hearing priority standards. 

11 Ozark stresses that its proposal would 
encompass, not only Kansas City-Houston 
service, but Des Moines-Houston and Mil- 
waukee-HoiLston authority, plus first single¬ 
carrier service to a number of other Midwest 
points. North Central, for Its part, empha¬ 
sizes Omaha’s position as a gateway to points 
on the carrier’s system in Nebraska, the 
Dakotas, and Minnesota. 

u Contrary to Ozark’s contention our de¬ 
termination herein not to consolidate the 
Houston market is fully consistent with our 
action in the Des Moines/Milwaukee-Phoe- 


Accordingly, it is ordered: 1. That the 
applications of Ozark Air Lines, Inc., in 
Docket 28858, and of North Central Air¬ 
lines, Inc., in Docket 28863, to the extent 
that it requests amendment of its cer¬ 
tificate so as to authorize it to engage 
in nonstop service between Dallas/Ft. 
Worth and Kansas City, be and they 
hereby are consolidated for hearing and 
decision with the Additional Dallas/Ft. 
Worth-Kansas City Nonstop Service 
Case, Docket 28778; 

2. That the motion of Ozark Air Lines, 
Inc., to consolidate with Docket 28778 
its application in Docket 28788 for non¬ 
stop authority between Kansas City and 
Houston, that the motion of that carrier 
for expedited hearing of such application 
and the carrier’s petition for reconsid¬ 
eration of Order 76-1-82" to the extent 
that it requests inclusion of the issue of 
nonstop authority between Kansas City 
and Houston, be and they hereby are 
denied; 

3. That the motion of Trans World 
Airlines to consolidate with Docket 28778 
its application in Docket 28912, be and it 
hereby is denied; 

4. That the motion of North Central 
Airlines to consolidate with Docket 28778 
its application in Docket 28863 for non¬ 
stop authority between Omaha and Dal¬ 
las/Ft. Worth, and that North Central’s 
petition for reconsideration of Order 76- 
1-82 to the extent that it requests inclu¬ 
sion of the issue of nonstop service be¬ 
tween such points* in this case, be and 
they hereby are denied; 

5. That the applications of Ozark Air 
l ine*. Inc . in Docket 28788, of Trans 
World Airlines, Inc., in Docket 28912, and 
of North Central Airlines, Inc., in Docket 
28863, to the extent that they have not 
been consolidated into this proceeding, 
be and they hereby are dismissed without 
prejudice; and 

6. That, except to the extent granted, 
all other requests in the petitions, mo- 


nlx Route Proceeding, Order 76-1-102. In 
that case Ozark had filed an application for 
nonstop authority between Des Moines and 
Phoenix and proposed to offer one-stop serv¬ 
ice in the Milwaukee-Phoenix market via Des 
Moines. The Board added the issue of non¬ 
stop authority in the latter market and con¬ 
solidated the applications of Alrwest and 
Western for nonstop service between the 
coterminal points Milwaukee and Des Moines 
and the terminal point Phoenix. In that case, 
however, there was no single-plane or even 
single-carrier authority in the Phoenix-Mil- 
waukee market (except a technical author¬ 
ity in American at Phoenix and Des Moines 
as a result of the Remanded Service to 
Omaha and Des Moines Case. Order 75-9-19). 
Between Houston and Kansas City there is 
both a certified carrier and nonstop and one- 
stop service. Our action here is distinguish¬ 
able also from Order 69-11-133 consolidating 
Has Vegas-Portland 'Seattle Into the Reno- 
Portland/Seattle Nonstop Service Investiga¬ 
tion. In that case there was no authorized 
nonstop carrier in Las Vegas market which 
our order stated was growing faster and ap¬ 
proaching comparability in size with the 
Reno-Portland 'Seattle market. 
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tions. and answers discussed herein, be 
and they hereby are denied. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board * 4 5 * 7 

[seal I Phyllis T. Kaylor, 

Acting Secretary. 
|FR Doc.76-13216 Filed 6-5-76:8:45 am| 


(Docket 291391 

REEXAMINATION OF THE BOARD'S POLI¬ 
CIES CONCERNING DELIBERATE OVER¬ 
BOOKING AND OVERSALES 

Public Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that, in response 
to requests submitted by a number of 
participants in the above-identified rule- 
making proceeding, a public meeting will 
convene at 10:00 a.m. < local time) on 
May 13, 1976 in Room 1027, Universal 
Building, 1825 Connecticut Avenue, NW., 
Washington, D.C., to discuss the contents 
of the reports directed by the Civil Aero¬ 
nautics Board by Order 76-4-56, includ¬ 
ing Appendices A and B thereto. 

A number of the carriers directed to 
make the reports specified in Order 76-4- 
56 have indicated that they believe that 
the production of certain of the informa¬ 
tion specified in that Order is unduly 
burdensome. These carriers should be 
prepared to indicate what other informa¬ 
tion can promptly and feasibly be pro¬ 
duced which may quantitatively demon¬ 
strate the alleged compatability of the 
practice of deliberate overbooking with 
the relevant standards and policies of the 
Federal Aviation Act. 

This action is taken pursuant to au¬ 
thority delegated by 14 CFR 385.20(b). 

[seal! Simon J. Eilenberg, 

Acting Associate General 
Counsel , Rules. 

May 3, 1976. 

(FR Doc.76-13215 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


(Order 76-4-182; Dockets 29059, 291021 

VARIOUS CARRIERS 

Domestic Passenger-Fare Increase; Older 
Dismissing Complaint 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C, 
on the 30th day of April 1976. 

By tariff revisions ' marked to become 
effective during May 1976. all ten domes¬ 
tic trunkline and eight local service car¬ 
riers operating within the 48 contiguous 
states and the District of Columbia pro¬ 
pose a two-percent general increase in 
the level of their passenger fares. 2 In 
support of their proposals the carriers 
allege, inter alia, that despite several 
recent modest fare increases, the need for 
revenue relief continues to be critical; 


-Minetti and West. Members, concurring 
and dissenting statements filed as part of the 
original. 

1 Revisions to Airline Tariff Publishing 
Company. Agent. C.A.B. No. 259. 

3 See Appendix A. 


that the Board’s ratemaking adjust¬ 
ments have the effect of reducing ex¬ 
penses actually incurred to the point 
that no further upward fare adjust¬ 
ment is deemed lawful: that passenger 
fares must continue to rise at a rate at 
least equalling that of cost inflation; and 
that, if inflation continues, the industry 
will be unable to accomplish necessary 
asset replacement even were it to achieve 
a 12 percent return on investment 
(ROI). The carriers also raise several 
issues about the Board’s ratemaking 
methodology. 

The National Passenger Traffic Associ¬ 
ation, Inc. (NPTA) has filed a complaint 
requesting suspension of the proposed 
increase, stating that since November 
1975 the carriers have been authorized 
increases totaling 6 percent, and that 
any further increase should not be ap¬ 
proved without recognition of the recent 
increases in both passenger traffic and 
yield. NPTA contends that responsibility 
for the ratemaking disallowances which 
result from discount fares rests with the 
carriers, and that business travelers 
should not be forced to subsidize dis¬ 
count fares which are available only to 
pleasure travelers. NPTA contends that 
the Board should adhere to the rate¬ 
making adjustments previously em¬ 
ployed; and that consumers should not 
be required to pay fares which are based 
upon speculative, unsubstantiated future 
cost increases. 

In answer, 1 the carriers state that the 
NPTA totally disregards the Board’s 
ratemaking methodology which disallows 
costs, interest, and investment which are 
inconsistent with the Board’s standards. 
The carriers contend that the two-per- 
cent fare increase appears justified even 
after these sizeable disallowances, and 
represents the minimum needed to offset 
the cost of operating at the Board’s 
standards at this time. The carriers note 
that NPTA’s argument concerning sub¬ 
sidization of discretionary travel by busi¬ 
ness travelers is without merit since the 
Board disregards all discount fares in its 
evaluation of the industry’s revenue 
need. It is further stated that the in¬ 
dustry’s need for fare relief is not de¬ 
pendent upon speculative changes in 
cost but, rather, is artificially under¬ 
stated since the Board calculates cost 
escalation to the effective date of tariff 
while annualizing past fare increases 
over the entire 12-month base period. 

Upon consideration of the proposals, 
the complaint, and answers thereto, and 
all relevant matters, the Board finds that 
the complaint does not set forth sufficient 
facts to warrant investigation, and con¬ 
sequently the request for suspension will 
be denied and the complaint dismissed. 

At the outset, the Board’s order is con¬ 
sistent with the views presented by NPTA 
in its complaint. As hereinafter described, 
we have adhered to all ratemaking ad¬ 
justments previously employed, which 
effectively takes increases in traffic and 
yield into account, and protects regular 


* Eastern, TWA, and United submitted 
answers. 


fare travelers from discount fare dilu¬ 
tion. NPTA also appears to oppose the 
use of a factor to estimate costs as of the 
tariff effective date. The rationale for 
this adjustment has been explained in 
detail in previous orders.* Suffice to say 
that we believe this methodology pro¬ 
duces a conservative estimate of costs as 
of the tariff effective date (to which date 
we also annualize past fare increases) 
and does not involve recognition of spec¬ 
ulative cost increases. 

As indicated in Appendix B, after all 
ratemaking adjustments have been made 
to the calendar year 1975 base period 
data, the industry’s ratemaking rate of 
retuni computes to 12.29 percent."’ While 
this is modestly above the 12 percent 
guideline, it is sufficiently close to the 
standard to warrant approval of the pro¬ 
posed fair increase. It is virtually im¬ 
possible to expect the carriers to be able 
to determine with mathematical pre¬ 
cision. and with the information avail¬ 
able to them, the exact fare increase 
needed to produce a 12 percent ROI. In 
fact, the increases hitherto approved by 
the Board have in each instance been 
based upon ROI calculations falling 
somewhat short of the 12 percent guide¬ 
line. Under these circumstances, we con¬ 
clude that the adjusted return which is 
only minimally in excess of that guideline 
does not warrant a suspension.* 1 

The carriers continue to argue that the 
utilization adjustment is unreasonable 
and unlawful. Suffice it to say that the 
Board has previously answered these as¬ 
sertions in detail and no useful purpose 
would be served by a restatement here 
The Board has likewise explained in con¬ 
siderable detail the reasoning which lies 
behind its discount-fare adjustment. 8 We 
remain of the opinion that without such 
a adjustment the regular fare level would 
be burdened by discount fare travelers, 
and the carriers w’ould not have sufficient 
incentive to discontinue unproductive 
discount fares or reduce the amount of 
the discount for those which remain use¬ 
ful. Recent tariff filings by a number of 
carriers indicate that a review of the 
discount fare structure is. in fact, tak¬ 
ing place. Without in any way prejudging 


4 Orders 75-8-99 ana '"-6-72. 

5 Including the adjustments for utiliza¬ 
tion, discount fares (excluding children’s and 
military), annualization of past fare in¬ 
creases to Include the increases in first-class 
fares mandated by Phase 9. and unit costs 
as of the tariff effective date. 

0 We reach this conclusion without consid¬ 
ering the fact that inflationary trends make 
it extremely unlikely that the industry will 
earn an adjusted return in excess of 12 per 
cent for any significant future period. The 
question of altering our policy regarding 
recognition of future cost inflation is treated 
elsewhere in this order. 

7 In our evaluation of the industry’s last 
fare increase proposal, there appeared an in¬ 
dication that utilization rates were increas¬ 
ing and that this adjustment might not 
thereafter be appropriate. However, this has 
not yet materialized and the utilization ad¬ 
justment (amounting to 0.3 percentage 
points in the ROI) is reflected in our present 
calculation. 

8 See references in footnote four. 
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our disposition of any particular filing 
now pending before the Board, we never¬ 
theless commend this as a healthy pur¬ 
suit in the context of today’s strengthen¬ 
ing traffic growth” 

American and TWA again challenge 
the Board’s current methodology for 
computing the discount fare adjustment, 
alleging that the disallowance of inter¬ 
est and investment should be made only 
with respect to that portion of each 
which is related to flight equipment (75 
percent of the total!, rather than against 
total investment. The carriers note that 
the Board employs a 75 percent disallow¬ 
ance both with respect to its load factor 
adjustment and utilization. However, 
these different approaches stem not from 
inconsisteincy in the Board’s methodol¬ 
ogy but, rather, reflect the fact that the 
load-factor and utilization adjustments 
involve solely capacity disallowance, 
whereas the discount-fare adjustment 
involves elimination of both capacity 
and traffic. In the long run, a lesser vol¬ 
ume of traffic would impact not only on 
investment in flight equipment but in 
ground facilities as well. This is con¬ 
sistent with the Board’s conclusion in 
Phase 5 that carriers make investment 
decisions ba*sed upon total traffic and do 
not differentiate between full and dis¬ 
count-fare traffic. It is our opinion, 
therefore, that an adjustment must be 
made to the total investment and total 
interest if the total impact of discount 
fares is to be eliminated. Both American 
and TWA also challenge the full dis¬ 
allowance of related investment and in¬ 
terest (proportionate to the percentage 
reduction in ASM’s) which is made to 
reflect traffic loss resulting from applica¬ 
tion of the —.7 price elasticity of de¬ 
mand. However, this is again entirely 
consistent with our findings in the DPPI 
and our treatment of investment and 
interest regarding the other ratemaking 
adjustments. 10 

Finally, the carriers have raised an 
issue with regard to the computation of 
the Board’s cost-escalation factor to ad¬ 
just base period average unit costs to the 
level as of the tariff effective date. Vari¬ 
ous carriers contend that this approach 
effectively permits the carriers to realize 
the 12 percent rate of return standard 
on only the one date of tariff effective- 


®In this connection, we note that the 
Board has Just recently directed that ex¬ 
piration dates be placed on all those discount 
fares not now bearing one. Order 76-4-88. 

jo We would concede that the annualiza¬ 
tion of past fare Increases involves considera¬ 
tions of a shorter-term nature than Is the 
case with he disoount-fare adjustment. How¬ 
ever, It must also be recognized, as an off¬ 
setting consideration, that the practice of 
making the elasticity adjustment In terms of 
actual dollars effectively overstates the im¬ 
pact of fare changes upon traffic. This is so 
because a fare Increase is but one of many 
factors affecting traffic growth, and we would 
expect that a fare increase would actually 
depress the volume of traffic only when it 
exceeds the general inflation in all consumer 
prices, considering also the Impact of 
changes in disposable personal income. Thus, 
we do not believe our methodology to be prej¬ 
udicial to the carriers. 


ness. It is contended that this approach 
fails to recognize that costs will continue 
to rise after the tariff becomes effective 
due to inflationary pressures. The result 
.of the Board's current policy is that 
revenues lag behind expenses after the 
fare increase, until such time as the car¬ 
riers can gain a further fare increase. 
The carriers state that this situation 
forces them to file for increases as fre¬ 
quently as on a monthly basis, simply to 
keep abreast of current inflationary 
trends. The carriers assert that, in order 
to assess the results which the industry 
can be expected to achieve during a pe¬ 
riod of time, the Board must match the 
costs reasonably expected to be incurred 
against the revenues expected to be col¬ 
lected. Thus, the carriers in effect argue 
that the Bosrd must recognize anticipa¬ 
tory costs. 

The carriers JiaVe raised a pertinent 
question as to the continued validity of 
our practice of evaluating the industry’s 
revenue need as of the effective date of 
the proposed fare increase. However, a 
resolution of this issue is not required 
at the present time, since the proposed 
fare increase is warranted in any event. 
Moreover, the issue is of some funda¬ 
mental importance and should more ap¬ 
propriately be given fuller consideration 
than is possible within the time con¬ 
straints of the statutory time limits of 
a tariff filing. Accordingly, the Board has 
determined to defer consideration of this 
matter, and to invite comments from the 
carriers and other interested parties on 
the issue. All s*uch comments should be 
filed in Docket 29059 not later than 
June 4.1976. Respondents should address 
themselves particularly to the merits of 
evaluating the fare level as of the mid¬ 
point of the three-month period com¬ 
mencing with the effective date of the 
fare increase. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a), 403, 404, and 1002 
thereof. 

It is ordered that: 1. The complaints 
in Dockets 29059 and 29102 are hereby 
dismissed; and 

2. Copies of this order be served upon 
the complainants in Dockets 29059 and 
29102 and all domestic scheduled cer¬ 
tificated carriers. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 11 

Phyllis T. Kaylor. 

Acting Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-13220 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 
MICHIGAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
the provisions of the Rules and Regula¬ 
tions of the U.S. Commission on Civil 
Rights, that a planning meeting of the 


“Appendices A. B, and C and dissenting 
statement filed as part of the original 
document. 


Michigan Advisory Committee (SAC) to 
this Commission will convene at 7:00 
p.m. and end at 10:00 p.m. on May 23, 
1976, at the Ramada Inn, 1-75 Business 
Spur (room to be posted) and will re¬ 
convene on May 24, 1976, at 1:00 p.m. 
and end at 4:30 p.m. at the Malcolm 
Building, 460 W. Spruce St. (second floor 
conference room). The meeting will re¬ 
convene on May 25,1976, at 9:00 a.m. and 
end at 12:00 p.m. at the St. Isaac Jogues 
Parish Hall, 1529 Marquette Road, all 
locations in Sault Ste. Marie. Michigan 
49783. 

Persons wishing to attend this meet¬ 
ing should contact the Committee Chair¬ 
person. or the Midwestern Regional 
Office of the Commission, 230 South 
Dearborn St., 32nd Floor, Chicago, 
Illinois 60604. 

The purpose of this meeting is to 
gather information informally from local 
citizens on community development 
needs of Native Americans; continue re¬ 
view of Sault Ste. Marie SAC report and 
continue planning of future activities. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

Dated at Washington. DC., May 3, 
1976. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

1FR Doc.76-13128 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 ami 


COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

CERTAIN COTTON TEXTILE PRODUCTS 
FROM INDIA 

Adjusting Import Level 

May 5.1976. 

On October 6,1975, there was published 
in the Federal Register (40 F.R. 46153 * 
a letter dated October 1, 1975 from the 
Chairman of the Committee for the Im¬ 
plementation of Textile Agreements to 
the Commissioner of Customs, imple¬ 
menting those provisions of the Bilateral 
Cotton Textile Agreement of August 6, 

1974, as amended, between the Govern¬ 
ments of the United States and India, 
which establish export limitations on 
certain cotton textile products, produced 
or manufactured in India and exported 
to the United States during the twelve- 
month period which began on October 1. 

1975. As set forth in that letter, the levels 
of restraint are subject to adjustment 
pursuant to paragraphs 5 and 7 of the 
bilateral which provide that within the 
aggregate limit, the group limits for 
Group I (Categories 1-38 and 64) and 
Group II (Categories 39-63) may be 
exceeded by not more than 10 percent 
and that such limits may be increased for 
carryover and carryforward up to 10 per¬ 
cent of the applicable group limit. With¬ 
in the Group I ceiling, the sublimit es¬ 
tablished for Categories 28-38 and 64 
may be increased by not more than 10 
percent and may be further increased for 
carryforward by up to five percent of the 
applicable subgroup limit. 

Accordingly, at the request of the Gov¬ 
ernment of India and pursuant to the 
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provisions of the bilateral agreement re¬ 
ferred to above, there is published below 
a letter of May 5, 1976 from the Chair¬ 
man of the Committee for the Imple¬ 
mentation of Textile Agreements to the 
Commissioner of Customs, amending the 
level of restraint applicable to cotton 
textile products in Categories 28-38 and 
64 for the twelve-month period which 
began on October 1,1975. 

Effective date: May 10,1976. 

Alan Polansky, 
Chairman , Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile 
Agreements , Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Resources and 
Trade Assistaricc, U.S. De¬ 
partment of Commerce. 

On October 1, 1975, the Chairman, Com¬ 
mittee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, directed you to prohibit entry 
during the twelve-month period beginning 
October 1, 1975 and extending through Sep¬ 
tember 30, 1976 of cotton textiles and cotton 
textile products in certain specified cate¬ 
gories, produced or manufactured in India, 
in excess of designated levels of restraint. 
The Chairman further advised you that the 
levels of restraint are subject to adjust¬ 
ment.* The directive of October 1, 1975 was 
previously amended by directive of March 
16. 1976. 

Under the terms of the Arrangement Re¬ 
garding International Trade In Textiles done 
at Geneva on December 20, 1973, pursuant 
to paragraphs 5 and 7 of the Bilateral Cotton 
Textile Agreement of August 6, 1974, as 
amended, between the Governments of the 
United States and India, and in accordance 
with the provisions of Executive Order 11651 
of March 3, 1972, you are directed, effective 
on May 10, 1976, to prohibit entry or with¬ 
drawal from warehouse for consumption of 
cotton textile products in Categories 28-38 
and 64 from India in excess of 11.5 million 
square yards equivalent. i * * * * * * * 9 

The actions taken with respect to the 
Government of India and with respect to 
imports of Cotton textile products from 
India have been determined by the Commit¬ 
tee for the Implementation of Textile Agree¬ 
ments to involve foreign affairs functions of 
the United States. Therefore, the directions 
to the Commissioner of Customs, being 
necessary to the implementation of such ac¬ 
tions, fall within the foreign affairs excep¬ 
tion to the rule-making provisions of 6 U.S.C. 
553. This letter will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

(FR Doc. 76-13438 Filed 5-5-76; 10:40 am] 


i The term “adjustment" refers to those 
provisions of the Bilateral Cotton Textile 
Agreement of August 6. 1974, as amended, 
which provide, in part, that: (1) within the 

aggregate and applicable group limits, 
specific levels of restraint may be exceeded by 
designated percentages; (2) exports may be 
increased for carryover and carryforward up 

to 10 percent of the current-year’s applicable 
limit; and (3) administrative arrangements 

or adjustments may be made to resolve minor 

problems arising in the implementation of 

the agreement. 

•The level of restraint has not been ad¬ 

justed to reflect any entries made after Sep¬ 

tember 30, 1975. 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(FRL 530-2 OOP-50133] 

ELANCO PRODUCTS CO. 

Issuance of Experimental Use Permit 

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal 
Insec ticide . Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973; 
7 U.S.C. 136), an experimental use per¬ 
mit has been issued to Elanco Products 
Company, Indianapolis, Indiana 46206. 
Such permit is in accordance with , and 
subject to, the provisions of 40 CFR Part 
172; Part 172 was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on April 30, 1975 (40 FR 
18780), and defines EPA procedures with 
respect to the use of pesticides for ex¬ 
perimental purposes. 

This experimental use i>ermit (No. 
1471-EUP-54) allows the use of 25 
pounds A.I. of the fungicide a-(2-chloro- 
phenyl) - a-(4-chlorophenyl) - 5 - pyrimi- 
dinemethanol on apples to evaluate con¬ 
trol of powdery mildew and apple scab. 
A total of 46 acres is Involved; the pro¬ 
gram is authorized only in the States of 
Maryland, North Carolina, New York. 
Pennsylvania, Virginia, and Washington. 
The experimental use permit is effective 
from April 8, 1976, to March 8, 1977. Any 
crops treated under this permit will be 
destroyed or used for research purposes 
only. 

Interested parties wishing to review 
the experimental use permit are referred 
to Room E-315, Registration Division 
(WH-567), Office of Pesticide Programs, 
EPA, 401 M St., S.W., Washington. D.C. 
20460. It is suggested that such interested 
persons call 202/755-4851 before visiting 
the EPA Headquarters Office, so that the 
appropriate permit may be made con¬ 
veniently available for review purposes. 
These files will be available for inspec¬ 
tion from 8:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Monday 
through Friday. 

Dated: April 29, 1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director , Registration Division. 

[FR Doc.76-13113 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


I (FRL 534-6) OPP-50125J 

ALBANY INTERNATIONAL CO. 

Issuance of Experimental Use Permit to 
Conrel 

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal 
Insec ticide . Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973; 
7 U.S.C. 136), an experimental use per¬ 
mit has been issued to Conrel, Norwood, 
Massachusetts 02062. Such permit is in 
accordance with, and subject to, the pro¬ 
visions of 40 CFR Part 172; Part 172 was 
published In the Federal Register on 
April 30,1975 (40 FR 18780). and defines 
EPA procedures with respect to the use 
of pesticides for experimental purposes. 


This experimental use permit (No. 
36638-EUP-l) allows the use of 90 
pounds A.I. of the pheromone (Z,Z)-7,ll- 
hexadecadienyl acetate and (Z,E)-7.11- 
hexadecadienyl acetate on cotton as a 
confusion agent in the control of the 
pink boll worm. A total of 6,600 acres is 
involved: the program is authorized only 
in the States of Arizona and California. 
The experimental use permit is effective 
from April 6. 1976, to April 6, 1977. All 
cottonseed treated under this permit 
must be used for seed purposes only, or 
exported, or destroyed. 

Interested parties wishing to review 
the experimental use permit are referred 
to Room E 315, Registration Division 
(WH-567), Office of Pesticide Programs. 
EPA, 401 M St., S.W., Washington. D.C. 
20460. It is suggested that such interested 
persons call 202/755-4851 before visiting 
the EPA Headquarters Office, so that the 
appropriate permit may be made con¬ 
veniently available for review purposes. 
These files will be available for inspec¬ 
tion from 8:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Monday 
through Friday. 

Dated: April 29,1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director, 

Registration Division . 

[FR Doc.76-13114 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


f (FRL 534-4) OPP-50124] 

ZOECON CORP. 

Issuance of Experimental Use Permit 

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973: 
7 U.S.C. 136), an experimental use per¬ 
mit has been issued to Zoecon Corpora¬ 
tion, Palo Alto, California 94304. Such 
permit is in accordance with, and sub¬ 
ject to, the provisions of 40 CFR Part 
172; Part 172 was published in the Feder¬ 
al Register on April 30, 1975 (40 FR 
18780), and defines EPA procedures with 
respect to the use of pesticides for ex¬ 
perimental purposes. 

This experimental use permit (No. 
20954—EUP-5) allows the use of 375 
pounds A.I. of the insecticide methoprene 
in small bodies of water to evaluate con¬ 
trol of mosquitoes. A total of 123 acres is 
involved; the program Is authorized only 
In the States of Arizona, Arkansas, Cali¬ 
fornia, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Louisi¬ 
ana, Minnesota, New Jersey, New Mexico. 
New York. North Carolina, Ohio, Oregon, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, 
Virginia, and Washington. The experi¬ 
mental use permit is effective from April 
7, 1976, to April 7, 1977. Since tolerances 
have not been established for residues 
of the active ingredient when applied di¬ 
rectly to water, Zoecon Corporation must 
Insure that no applications are made to 
potable water sources. 

Interested parties wishing to review 
the experimental use permit are referred 
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to Room E-315, Registration Division 
< WH-567) # Office of Pesticide Programs. 
EPA, 401 M St., S.W., Washington. D.C. 
20460. It is suggested that such interested 
persons call 202/755-4651 before visiting 
the EPA Headquarters Office, so that the 
appropriate permit may be make con¬ 
veniently available for review purposes. 
These files will be available for inspec¬ 
tion from 8:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Monday 
through Friday. 

Dated: April 29,1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director , Registration Division. 

[FR Doc.76~13115 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 ami 


[ (FRL 634-3) PP6G1690/T46| 

2*CHLORO-l-(3-ETHOXY-4-NITROPHEN* 

OXY)-4-TRIFLUOROMETHYL BENZENE 

Establishment of a Temporary Tolerance 

Rohm and Haas Co., Independence 
Mall West, Philadelphia. PA 19105, has 
submitted a pesticide petition (PP 
6G1690) to the Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency (EPA). This petition re¬ 
quests that a temporary tolerance be es¬ 
tablished for residues of the herbicide 2- 
chloro-1 - (3 -e thoxy -4 -nitrophenoxy) 4 - 

trifluoromethyl benzene and its metab¬ 
olites containing the diphenyl ether 
linkage in or on almonds: apricots; 
grapes (intended for the fresh-fruit 
market only); nectarines; peaches; and 
plums (fresh prunes) (intended for the 
fresh fruit market only) at 0.5 part per 
million (ppm). Establishment of this 
temporary tolerance will permit the 
marketing of the above raw agricultural 
commodities treated in accordance with 
an experimental use permit which is be¬ 
ing issued concurrently under the Fed¬ 
eral Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenti- 
cide Act. 

An evaluation of the scientific data re¬ 
ported has shown that the requested 
tolerance is adequate to cover residues 
resulting from the proposed experimental 
use, and it has been determined that the 
temporary tolerance will protect the 
public health. The temporary tolerance 
is established for the herbicide, there¬ 
fore, with the following provisions: 

1. The total amount of the herbicide to 
be used must not exceed the quantity au¬ 
thorized by the experimental use permit. 

2. Rohm and Haas Co. must immediately 
notify the EPA of any findings from the ex¬ 
perimental use that have a bearing on safety. 
The firm must also keep records of produc¬ 
tion, distribution, and performance and on 
request make the records available to any 
authorized officer or employee of the EPA or 
the Food and Drug Administration. 

This temporary tolerance expires April 
29, 1977. Residues not in excess of 0.5 
ppm remaining in or on almonds; 
apricots; grapes; nectarines; peaches; 
and plums (fresh prunes) after this ex¬ 
piration date will not be considered to be 
actionable if the herbicide has been 
legally applied during the term of and in 
accordance with the provisions of the ex¬ 
perimental use permit and temporary 
tolerance. Tills temporary tolerance may 
be revoked if the experimental use per¬ 
mit is revoked or if any scientific data or 


experience .with this herbicide indicate 
such revocation is necessary to protect 
the public health. 

(Sec. 408(J) of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 346a(J) |) 

Dated: April 29, 1976. 

John B. Ritch. Jr., 

Director, 

Registration Division. 
(FR Doc.76 13116 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 amj 


| (FRL 534-2) PP2G1249 T511 

THIOPHANATE METHYL 
Renewal of a Temporary Tolerance 

On April 16, 1975, the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) announced (40 
FR 17314) that in response to a request 
from Pennwalt Corp.. PO Box 1297, Ta¬ 
coma WA 98401, the temporary toler¬ 
ances which the Agency had established 
(39 FR 12921) for residues of the fun¬ 
gicide thiophanate methyl (diemthyl (1.2- 
phenylene) bis (iminocarbonothioyllbis 
I carbamate!) and its metabolite methyl 
2-benzimidazolecarbamate (calculated as 
the parent compound) in response to 
pesticide petition (pp 2G1249) were ex¬ 
tended for one year. 

Pennwalt Corp. has subsequently re¬ 
quested a one-year renewal of the tem¬ 
porary tolerances both to permit con¬ 
tinued testing to obtain additional data 
and to permit the marketing of the raw 
agricultural commodities listed below 
treated in accordance with an experi¬ 
mental use permit that is to be renewed 
concurrently under the Federal Insecti¬ 
cide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act. 
The raw agricultural commodities and 
tolerances are as follows: 

15 parts per million (ppm) resulting 
from preharvest and/or postharvest ap¬ 
plication in or on apricots, cherries, nec¬ 
tarines. peaches, and plums (fresh 
prunes); 

7 ppm in or on apples (intended for 
the fresh-fruit market only); 

5 ppm resulting from preharvest ap¬ 
plication in or on strawberreis. 

An evaluation of the scientific data 
reported and other relevant material has 
shown that a renewal of the temporary 
tolerances will protect the public health, 
and it is concluded, therefore, that the 
temporary tolerances should be renewed 
on condition that the fungicide be used 
in accordance with the experimental 
use permit with the following provisions: 

1. The total amount of the fungicide to be 
used must not exceed the quantity author¬ 
ized by the experimental use permit. 

2. Penwalt Corp. must Immediately notify 
the EPA of any findings from the experi¬ 
mental use that have a bearing on safety. 
The firm must also keep records of produc¬ 
tion. distribution, and performance and on 
request make the records available to any 
authorized officer or employee of the EPA 
or the Food and Drug Administration. 

These temporary tolerances expire 
April 29, 1976. Residues not in excess of 
15 ppm in or on apricots, cherries, necta¬ 
rines. peaches, and plums (fresh pruns), 
77 ppm in or on apples (intended for the 
fresh-fruit market only), and 5 ppm in or 
on strawberries after this expiration date 


will not be considered to be actionable if 
the pesticide is legally applied during the 
term of and in accordance with the 
provisions of the experimental use per¬ 
mit and temporary tolerances. These 
temporary tolerances may be revoked if 
the experimental use permit is revoked 
or if any scientific data or experience 
with this pesticides indicate such revoca¬ 
tion is necessary to protect the public 
health. 

(Sec. 408(J) of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 463a(J) |) 

Dated: April 29, 1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 

Director. 

Registration Divison. 

| FR Doc.76-13117 Filed 5-5-76; 8:45 am | 


| FRL 534-1. PP3G1316 &• 3G1349 T50| 

OXAMYL 

Renewal of Temporary Tolerances 

On March 26, 1975 the Environmen¬ 
tal Protection Agency (EPA) announced 
(40 FR 13334) that in response to two 
pesticide petitions (PP 3G1316 & 3G1349) 
temporary tolerances were established 
for residues of the insecticide oxamyl 
(methyl -N', N'- dimethyl -N- | (methyl- 
carbamoyl) oxy 1-1-thiooxamidate) in or 
on the raw agricultural commodities cit¬ 
rus fruits at 3 parts per million ippm» 
and apples at 2 ppm rin response to PP 
3G1349), peanut hulls at 0.2 ppm. and 
peanuts and potatoes at 0.1 ppm (In re¬ 
sponse to PP 3G1316) . These temporary 
tolerances expired March 20, 1976. 

E. I. duPont de Nemours & Co. has 
requested a one-year renewal of these 
temporary tolerances both to permit con¬ 
tinued testing to obtain additional data 
and to permit the marketing of the above 
raw agricultural commodities treated in 
accordance with an experimental use 
permit that is to be renewed concurrently 
under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, 
and Rodenticide Act. 

An evaluation of the scientific data re¬ 
ported and other relevant material has 
shown that a renewal of the temporary 
tolerances will protect the public health, 
and it is concluded, therefore, that the 
temporary tolerances should be renewed 
on condition that the insecticide be used 
in accordance with the experimental use 
permit with the following provisions: 

1. The total amount of the insecticide 
to be used must not exceed the quantity 
authorized by the experimental use permit 

2. E. I. duPont de Nemours & Co. must 
immediately notify the EPA of any findings 
from the experimental use that have a 
bearing on safety. The firm must also keep 
records of production, distribution, and per¬ 
formance and on request make the records 
available to any authorized office or em¬ 
ployee of the EPA or the Food and Drug 
Administration. 

These temporary tolerances expire 
April 29, 1977. Residues not in excess of 
3 ppm remaining in or on citrus fruits, 
2 ppm in or on apples, 0.2 ppm in or on 
peanut hulls, and 0.1 ppm in or on pea¬ 
nuts and potatoes after this expiration 
date will not be considered to be action¬ 
able if the insecticide is legally applied 
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during the term of and in accordance 
with the provisions of the experimental 
use permit and temporary tolerances. 
These temporary tolerances may be re¬ 
voked if the experimental use permit is 
revoked or if any scientific data or ex¬ 
perience with this insecticide indicate 
such revocation is necessary to protect 
the public health. 

(Sec. 408(J) of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 34Ga(J)].) 

Dated: April29.1976. 

John B. Ritch. Jr., 

Director, 

Registration Division. 

(FR Doc.76-13118 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


((FRL 533-8) PP6G1731 & 6G1732/T521 

GIBBERELLIC ACID AND N-[PHENYL- 
METHYL]-lH-PURIN-6 AMINE 

Establishment of a Temporary Tolerance 

Abbott Laboratories, Agricultural and 
Veterinary Products Div.. North Chicago 
IL 60064. has submitted two pesticide 
petitions (PP 6G1731 & 1732) to the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency (EPA). 
These petitions request that temporary 
tolerances be established for residues of 
the plant regulators gibberellic acid and 
N-lphenylmethyll - IH - purine-6-amine 
in or on the raw agricultural commodity 
apples at 0.15 part million (ppm). 

Establishment of these temporary tol¬ 
erances will permit the marketing of ap¬ 
ples treated in accordance with an ex¬ 
perimental use permit that is being is¬ 
sued concurrently under the Federal In¬ 
secticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act. 

An evaluation of the scientific data 
reported and other relevant material 
has shown that the requested tolerances 
are adequate to cover residues resulting 
from the proposed experimental use, and 
it has been determined that the tempo¬ 
rary tolerances will protect the public 
health. The temporary tolerances are es¬ 
tablished for the plant regulators, with 
the following provisions: 

1. Tli© total amount of the plant regulators 
to be used must not exceed the quantity au¬ 
thorized by the experimental use permit. 

2. Abbott Laboratories must immediately 
notify the EPA of any findings from the ex¬ 
perimental use that have a bearing on safety. 
The firm must also keep records of produc¬ 
tion, distribution and performance and on 
request make the records available to any 
authorized officer or employee of the EPA 
or the Food and Drug Administration. 

This temporary tolerance expires April 
1,1977. Residues not in excess of 0.15 part 
per million remaining in or on apples 
after this expiration date will not be 
considered to be actionable if the plant 
regulators have been legally applied dur¬ 
ing the term of and in accordance with 
the provisions of the experimental use 
permit and temporary tolerances. These 
temporary tolerances may be revoked if 
the experimental use permit is revoked 
or if any scientific data or experience 
with the.se plant regulators indicate such 
revocation is necessary to protect the 
public health. 


(Sec. 408(J) of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 340a(J) J.) 

Dated: April 29,1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 

Director , 

Registration Division. 
|FR Doc.76-13119 Filed 5-5-76; 8:46 am( 


| FRL 533-7 J 

AMBIENT AIR MONITORING REFERENCE 
AND EQUIVALENT METHODS 

Receipt of Application for Reference or 
Equivalent Method Determination 

Notice is hereby given that on April 7, 
1976. the Environmental Protection 
Agency received an application from 
Monitor Labs, Incorporated, San Diego, 
California, to determine if its Model 8450 
SO, analyzer should be designated by the 
Administrator of the EPA as an equiva¬ 
lent method under 40 CFR Part 53, pro¬ 
mulgated February 18,1975 (40 FR 7044). 
If, after appropriate technical study, the 
Administrator determines that this 
method should be so designated, notice 
thereof will be given in a subsequent is¬ 
sue of the Federal Register. 

Dated: April 29,1976. 

Wilson K. Talley. 

Assistant Administrator for 
Research and Development. 

|FR Doc.76-13120 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


1PP6G1780/T60; FRL 535-51 

ALDICARB 

Establishment of a Temporary Tolerance 

The Southeastern Fruit and Tree Nut 
Research Station, Agricultural Research 
Service, United States Department of 
Agriculture, Byron GA 31008, has sub¬ 
mitted a pesticide petition (PP6G1780) 
to the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA). This petition requests that a 
temporary tolerance be established for 
residues of the insecticide aldicarb 12- 
methyl - 2 - (methylthio) -propionalde- 
hyde O-(methylcarbamoyl) oxime! and 
its cholinesterase-inhibiting metabolites 
2 - methyl-2-(methylsulflnyl)propional- 
dehyde O-(methylcarbamoyl) oxime and 
2 - methyl-2-(methylsulfonyl)-propion- 
aldehyde O-(methylcarbamoyl) oxime in 
or on the raw agricultural commodity 
pecans at 0.3 part per million. 

This temporary tolerance will permit 
the marketing of pecans treated in ac¬ 
cordance with an experimental use per¬ 
mit that is being issued concurrently 
under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, 
and Rodenticide Act. 

An evaluation of the scientific data re¬ 
ported and other relevant material has 
shown that the requested tolerance is 
adequate to cover residues resulting 
from the proposed experimental use. and 
it has been determined, that the tem¬ 
porary tolerance will protect the public 
health. The temporary tolerance is es¬ 
tablished for the pesticide, therefore, 
with the following provisions: 

1. The total amount of the pesticide to 
be used must not exceed the quantity au¬ 
thorized by the experimental use permit. 


2. The Southeastern Fruit and Tree 
Nut Research Station must immediately 
notify the EPA of any findings from the 
experimental use that have a bearing on 
safety. The Research Station must also 
keep records of distribution and perform¬ 
ance and on request make the records 
available to any authorized officer or em¬ 
ployee of the EPA or the Food and Drug 
Administration. 

This temporary tolerance expires April 
30. 1977. Residues not in excess of 0.3 
ppm remaining in or on pecans after 
this expiration date will not be consid¬ 
ered to be actionable if the pesticide is 
legally applied during the term of and in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
experimental use permit and temporary 
tolerance. This temporary tolerance may 
be revoked if the experimental use permit 
is revoked or if any scientiflo data or ex¬ 
perience with this pesticide indicate such 
revocation is necessary to protect the 
public health. 

(Sec. 408 (J) of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act |21 U.8.C. 34Ga(J)l) 

Dated: April 30. 1976. 

John B. Ritch. Jr., 
Director , Registration Division. 

JFR Doc.76-13236 Filed 5-$-76;8:45 ami 


[ PP6F1714/T54: FRL 535-31 

BENTAZON 

Establishment of a Temporary Tolerance 

BASF Wyandotte Corp.. 100 Cherry 
Hill Rd. t Parsippany NJ 07054. has sub¬ 
mitted a pesticide petition (PP 6F1714) 
to the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA). This petition requests that tem¬ 
porary tolerances be established for 
residues of the herbicide bentazon (3- 
isopropyl - 1H - 2,1,3 - benzothiadizin-4 
(3 H -one 2,2-dioxide) and its 6- and 8- 
hydroxy metabolites in or on the raw 
agricultural commodities rice at 0.05 part 
per million (ppm) and rice straw at 0.40 
ppm. 

Establishment of these temporary tol¬ 
erances will permit the marketing of rice 
and rice straw treated in accordance 
with an experimental use permit that is 
being issued concurrently under the Fed¬ 
eral Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenti¬ 
cide Act. 

An evaluation of the scientific data re¬ 
ported and other relevant material^has 
shown that the requested tolerances arc 
adequate to cover residues resulting from 
the proposed experimental use, and it has 
been determined that the temporary 
tolerances will protect the public health. 
The temporary tolerances are established 
for the herbicide, therefore, with the fol¬ 
lowing provisions: 

1. The total amount of the herbicide to 
be used must not exceed the quantity 
authorized by the experimental use per¬ 
mit. 

2. BASF Wyandotte Corp. must im¬ 
mediately notify the EPA of any findings 
from the experimental use that have a 
bearing on safety. The firm must aso 
keep records of production, distribution, 
and performance and on request make 
the records available to any authorized 
officer or empoyee of the EPA or the 
Food and Drug Administration. 
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These temporary tolerances expire 
April 30. 1977. Residues not in excess of 
0.05 ppm in or on rice and 0.40 ppm in or 
on rice straw remaining after this ex¬ 
piration date will not be considered to 
be actionable if the pesticide is legally 
applied” during the term of and in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of the ex¬ 
perimental use permit and temporary 
tolerances. These temporary tolerances 
may be revoked if the expiremental use 
permit is revoked or if any scientific data 
or experience with this herbicide indi¬ 
cate such revocation is necessary to 
protect the public health. 

(Sec. 408(J) of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act 121 U.S.C. 340a(J) |) 

Dated: April 30. 1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director , Registration Divisions. 

|FR Doc.76-13238 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


IPF501579/T55: FRL 535-4] 

5-CHL0R0-3-METHYL-4-NITR01H* 

PYRAZOLE 

Renewal of a Temporary Tolerance 

On April 18, 1975, the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) announced (40 
FR 17314) that in response to a pesti¬ 
cide petition (PP 5G1579) submitted by 
Abbott Laboratories. Agricultural and 
Veterinary Products Div.. North Chicago 
IL 60064, a temporary tolerance was es¬ 
tablished for residues of the plant regu¬ 
lator 5-chloro-3-methyl-4-nitro-lH-pyr- 
azole In or on the raw agricultural com¬ 
modity oranges at 0.1 part per million 
• ppm). This temporary tolerance ex¬ 
pired April 11, 1976. 

Abbott Laboratories has requested a 
one-year renewal of this temporary tol¬ 
erance both to permit continued testing 
to obtain additional data and to permit 
the marketing of oranges treated in ac¬ 
cordance with an experimental use per¬ 
mit that is to be renewed concurrently 
under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, 
and Rodenticide Act. 

An evalution of the scientific data re¬ 
ported and other relevant material has 
shown that a renewal of the temporary 
tolerance will protect the public health, 
and it is concluded, therefore, that the 
temporary tolerance should be renewed 
on condition that the pesticide be used 
in accordance with the experimental use 
permit with the following provisions: 

1. The total amount of the plant regu¬ 
lator to be used must not exceed the 
quantity authorized by the experimental 
use permit. 

2. Abbott Laboratories must immedi¬ 
ately notify the EPA of any findings 
from the experimental use that have a 
bearing on safety. The firm must also 
keep records of production, distribution, 
and performance and on request make 
the records available to any authorized 
officer or employee of the EPA or the 
Food and Drug Administration. 

This temporary tolerance expires 
April 30, 1977. Residues not in excess of 
0.1 ppm remaining In or on oranges after 
this expiration date will not be consid¬ 
ered to be actionable if the pesticide is 
legally applied during the term'of and 


in accordance with the provisions of the 
experimental use permit and temporary 
tolerance. This temporary tolerance may 
be revoked if the experimental use per¬ 
mit is revoked or if any scientific data or 
experience with this pesticide indicate 
such revocation is necessary to protect 
the public health. 

(Sec. 408(j) of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 340a(J)]) 

Dated: April 30, 1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director , Registration Division. 

I FR Doc.76-13240 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am| 


(PP5G1553/T47; FRL 535-2] 

2 - CHLORO - N - (2 - ETHYL - 6 • METHYL- 

PHENYL) - N (2-METHOXY-1-METHYL- 

ETHYL) ACETAMIDE 

Renewal of a Temporary Tolerance 

On March 26, 1975, the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) announced 
(40 FR 13334) that in response to a pes¬ 
ticide petition (PP 5G1553) submitted by 
Ciba-Geigy Corp., Agricultural Div., PO 
Box 11422, Greensboro NC 27409, tempo¬ 
rary tolerances were establiihed for com¬ 
bined residues of the herbicide 2-chloro- 
N -(2-ethly-6-methylphenyl) - TV -(2-me- 
thoxy-l-methylethyl acetamide and its 
metabolites converted to 2-<C2-ethyl-6- 
methylphenyl]amino) propanol (calcu¬ 
lated as the herbicide) in or on several 
raw agricultural commodities as follows: 

Com fodder and forage at 0.75 part 
per million (ppm); 

Com grain and fresh com, including 
sweet com (kernels plus cob with husk 
removed) at 0.05 ppm: 

Eggs, milk, and the meat, fat, and meat 
byproducts of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, 
poultry, and sheep at 0.02 ppm. 

These temporary tolerances expired 
March 20, 1976. 

Ciba-Geigy Corp. has requested a one- 
year renwal of these temporary toler¬ 
ances both to permit continued testing to 
obtain additional data and to permit the 
marketing of the above raw agricultural 
commodities treated in accordance with 
two experimental use permits, one of 
which is to be renewed, the other to be 
issued, concurrently under the Federal 
Insecticile, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act. 

An evaluation of the scientific data re¬ 
ported and other relevant material has 
shown that a renewal of the temporary 
tolerances will protect the public health, 
and it is concluded therefore, that the 
temporary tolerances should be renewed 
on condition that the herbicide be used 
in accordance with the experimental use 
permits with the following provisions: 

1. The totaljimount of the herbicide to 
be used must not exceed the quantity au¬ 
thorized by the experimental use permits. 

2. Ciba-Geigy Corp. must immediately 
notify the EPA of any findings from the 
experimental use that have a bearing on 
safety. The firm must also keep records 
of production, distribution, and perform¬ 
ance and on request make the records 
available to any authorized officer or em¬ 
ployee of the EPA or the Food and Drug 
Administration. 


These temporary tolerances expire 
April 30, 1977. Residues not in excess of 
0.75 ppm remaining in or on com fodder 
and forage, 0.05 ppm in or on com grain 
and fresh corn, including sweet corn 
(kernels plus cob with husk removed), 
and 0.02 ppm in eggs, milk, and the meat, 
fat, and meat byproducts of cattle, goats, 
hogs, horses, poultry, and sheep after 
this expiration date will not be considered 
actionable if the herbicide is legally ap¬ 
plied during the term of and in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of the experi¬ 
mental use permits and temporary toler¬ 
ances. These temporary tolerances may 
be revoked if the experimental use per¬ 
mits are revoked or if any scientific data 
or experience with this herbicide indicate 
such revocation is necessary to protect 
the public health. 

(Sec. 408(j) of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act [21 U.S.C. 346a(J) ]) 

Dated: April 30, 1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director , Registration Division. 

|FR Doc.76-13239 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


(PF36; FRL 535-1] 

PESTICIDE AND FOOD ADDITIVE 
PETITIONS 

Filing 

Pursuant to the provisions of Sections 
408(d) (1) and 409(b) (5) of the Federal 
Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act, the Envi¬ 
ronmental Protection Agency gives no¬ 
tice that the following petitions have 
been submitted to the Agency for con¬ 
sideration. 

FAP 5H5132. FMC Corp., 100 Niagara St.. 
Middleport N? 14105. Proposes that 21 CFR 
561 be amended by establishing a regula¬ 
tion permitting the use of the Insecticide 
carbofuran (2.3-dihydro-2,2-dimethyl-7- 
benzofuranyl - N - methylcarbamate) on 
growing peanuts with a tolerance limita¬ 
tion for residues of the Insecticide and Its 
carbamate metabolite 2,3-dlhydro-2.2-dl- 
methyl - 3 - hydroxy - 7 - benzofuranly-N- 
methylcarbamate, and the phenolic meta¬ 
bolites 2.3-dlbvdro - 2 - dlmethyl-7-benzo- 
furanol, 2.3-dIhydro-2,2-dlmethyl-3-oxo-7- 
benzofuranol and 2,3-dihydro-2,2-dl- 
methyl-3,7-benzofurandlol at 24 parts per 
million (ppm), of which no more than 3 
ppm are carbamates, in the fatty acids de¬ 
rived from peanut soapstock, reflecting 
residues of 8 ppm, of which no more than 
1 ppm Is carbamates, In alkaline peanut 
soapstock. PM12 

PP 6F1774. Unlroyal Chemical, Div. of Unl- 
royal, Inc., 74 Amity Rd.. Bethany CT 
00525. Proposes that 40 CFR 180.259 be 
amended by establishing tolerances for 
residues of the insecticide propargite (2- 
(p-ferf-butylphenoxy) cyclohexyl 2-pro- 
pynyl sulfite) In or the raw agricultural 
commodities sugar beet roots at 0.5 ppm 
and sugarbeet tops at 40.0 ppm. Proposed 
analytical method for determining resi¬ 
dues Is a gas chromatographic procedure 
utilizing a specific sulfur detector. PM 13 
FAP 6H5129. Unlroyal Chemical, Div. of Unl¬ 
royal, Inc. Proposes that 21 CFR 123.370 be 
amended by establishing a regulation per¬ 
mitting the use of the Insecticide propar¬ 
gite on growing sugarbeets with a tolerance 
limitation of 3.0 ppm resulting In the feed 
sugarbeet pulp (dried). PM13 
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NOTICES 


Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments on any petitions 
referred to in this notice to the Federal 
Register Section, Technical Services Di¬ 
vision < WH-569). Office of Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams, Environmental Protection Agen¬ 
cy. 401 M St. SW, East Tower, Room 401. 
Washington DC 20460. Three copies of 
the comments should be submitted to fa¬ 
cilitate the work of the Agency and 
others interested in inspecting them. The 
comments should bear a notation indi¬ 
cating the number of the petition to 
which the comments pertain. Comments 
may be made at any time while a petition 
is pending before the Agency. All written 
comments filed pursuant to this notice 
will be available for public inspection in 
the office of the Federal Register Section 
from 8:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Monday 
through Friday. 

Dated May 3. 1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 

Director , Registration Division . 

IFR Doc.76-13240 Plied 6-5-76:8:45 am) 


(FKL 634-8) 

WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION AND 
CONTROL 

Addition to the List of Categories of 
Sources 

Section 306<b)(l)(A) of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act, as amended 
October 18, 1972 (Public Law 92-500), 
directs the Administrator of the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency to pub¬ 
lish, and from time to time revise a list of 
categories of sources which shall, at the 
minimum, include those listed in section 
306(b)(1)(A). As soon as practicable, 
but in no case more than one year after 
the inclusion of a category of sources 
in such list, the Administrator is re¬ 
quired to propose and publish regula¬ 
tions establishing Federal standards of 
performance for new sources within 
such categories. The original list of 27 
source categories was published Janu¬ 
ary 16. 1973 (38 FR 1624). Standards of 
performance have been promulgated for 
all 27 source categories. 

The Administrator, after evaluating 
available information has determined 
that hospitals is an additional category 
of point sources which meet the above 
requirements. Evaluation of other point 
source categories is in progress, and the 
list will be supplemented from time to 
time as the Administrator deems appro¬ 
priate. Accordingly, notice is given that 
the Administrator, pursuant to section 
306(b)(1)(A) of the Act amends the 
list of categories of sources as follows: 

List of Categories o/ Sources 

30. Hospitals 

Proposed effluent limitations guide¬ 
lines for existing sources and standards 
of performance and pretreatment stand¬ 
ards for new sources applicable to the 
above point source categories appear 
elsewhere in this issue of the Federal 
Register. 

Dated: April 30. 1976. 

Russell E. Train, 

Administrator. 

|FR Doc.76-13235 Filed 6-5-70;8:45 ami 


FEDERAL ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

CASES FILED WITH THE OFFICE OF 
EXCEPTIONS AND APPEALS 

Week of April 9 Through Apri; 16, 1976 

Notice is hereby given that during the 
week of April 9 through April 16, 1976 
the appeals and applications for excep¬ 
tion or other relief listed in the Appendix 
to this notice were filed with the Federal 
Energy Administration’s Office of Ex¬ 
ceptions and Appeals. 

Under the FEA’s procedural regula¬ 
tions, 10 CFR, Part 205, any person who 


will be aggrieved by the FEA action 
sought in such cases may file with the 
FEA written comments on the applica¬ 
tion within ten days of service of notice, 
as prescribed in the procedural regula¬ 
tions. For purposes of those regulations, 
the date of service of notice shall be 
deemed to be (May 6, 1976) or the date 
of receipt by an aggrieved person of ac¬ 
tual notice, whichever occurs first. 

Dated: April 30,1976. 

Michael F. Butler. 

General Counsel. 


Appendix. —List of cases rewind by the Office of Exception* and Appeals, Apr . 9 to Apr. 10, 1970. 


hate Name and location of applicant Case No. Type of submission 


Apr. 9,1970 Austral Oil Co., Inc.. Houston, Tex. (If granted: The FEA-0WH 
price relief granted In FKA’s Mar. K, 1976, decision 
order wonld be Increased.) 

ho. Department of Water and Power, Los Angeles, Calif. FEA-0805 

(If granted: FEA’s refusal to release a portion of a 
remedial order issued to Coastal States Gas Corn, 
would bo rescinded.) 

Do T. W. Phillips Gas and Oil Co., Philadelphia, Pu. (If FEA-OhOS, 

granted: FEA’s decision and order of Mar. 8, 1970, FES -0303 
would be rescinded and T. W. Phillips Gas and Oil 
Co. would not be required to flic form 0381-M 0.) 


Apr. 12.1976 Apex Oil Co., St. Louis, Mo. (If granted: FEA’s Mar. 8, FPI-0093 
1976, decision and order would be rescinded and Apex 
Oil Co. would be permitted to import on a fee-exempt 
basis motor gasoline and fuel oil during the current 
allocation period.) _ 

Apr. 12,1976 Dean's Oil Co., Inc., Pocahontas, Iowa, (If granted: FEE-2389 
Dean’s Oil Co., Inc. would receive an increase in its 
base period use of aviation fuel.) 

Do -Gary Operating Co., Enpelwood, Colo. Of granted: FEX 0038 

The price relief granted to Cary Operating Co. in 
FEA f s Mar. 19,1976 decision and order would l>c made 
retroactive to Mar. 1,1970.) 

Do.Peter’s Fuel Co., Oakland, Md. Of granted: Peter’s FEE 2390, 

Fuel Co. would bo permitted to increase its prices for FES-2390 
fuel oil above the maximum level permitted under 10 
CFR 212.93.) 

Apr. 13,1976 Empire Gas Corp. (Strasborg), Lebanon, Mo. (If FEE 2392 
granted: Empire Gas Corp. would be assigned a new 

_ supplier of propane gas to its Strasborg retail outlet.) 

Do... . Empire Gas Corp. (Waynesville), Lebanon, Mo. (If FEE 2391 

granted: Empire Oas Corp. would be assigned a new- 
supplier of propane gas to its Wavnesville retail 
outlet.) 

Do. Fisher’s Fuel, Inc., Anchorage, Alaska (If granted: FEX 0039 

Region X would reconsider Fisher’s Fuel's applica¬ 
tion for assignment of a supplier and base-period use 
of propane and issue a revised division and order.) 

Do. . Varibus Corp., Beaumont, Tex (If granted: FEA’s FEA 0806 
Mar. 23, 1976, information request denial would l>e 
rescinded.) 

Apr. 14, 1976. Atlantic Richfield Co., Dallas, Tex. (Ifgranted: FEA’s FEA-0807 
decision and order of Mar. 10, 1976, issued to Superior 
Oil Co. (O-Keene) would be rescinded.) 

Do.Commonwealth Natural Gas Corp.. Richmond, Va. (If FMR-0043 

granted: Commonwealth Natural Gas Corp.’s base- 
period allocation of SNG feedstock granted in the 
FEA’s Nov. 28, 1975, order would be increased.) 

Do Hillsdale Aero, Inc., Hillsdale, Mich. (If granted: Hills- FEE 2393 

dale Aero. Inc. would receive an increase In its base- 
period use of aviation gasoline based on grow’th of 
service.) 

Do Lincoln Land Oil Co., Springfield, Ill. (If granted: FMR-0014 

Region V's assignment orders would be rescinded 
and Lincoln Land Oil would receive an increase in 
its base-period use of gasoline on the basis that FEA 
has changed its criteria for granting assignments.) 

Do-Sundance Oil Co., Denver, Colo. (If granted: Crude FEE-2395 

oil produced from Sundance Oil Co.’s Weigand lease 
would be sold at upper tier ceiling prices.) 

Do.UCO Oil Ob, Whittier, Calif. (If granted: UCO Oil FST-OfXtt 

Co. would receive a temporary stay of Iho require¬ 
ments of 10 CFR 211.9.) 

Apr. 15,1976 Exxon Co., U.S.A., Washington, D.C. (If granted: FEA-0608 
Exxon’s entitlement purchase obligations for January 
1976 would be adjusted to correct for FEA’s error ia 
computing old oil receipts,) 

Do.J-W Operating Co., Dallas, Tex. (If granted: Crude oil FEE-2391 

produced from the Kota F-l w ell would be sold at 
upper tier ceiling prices.) 

Do. Louisiana Land and Exploration Co., Washington, FEE-2397 

D.C. (If grunted: Louisiana Land and Exploration 
Co. would receive exceptions from 10 CFR 212.83, 

212.87, and 212.111 of the mandatory petroleum alloca¬ 
tion and price regulations.) 


Appeal of FEA exception 
decision and order in 
Austral Oil Co., 3 FEA 
par. 88,122 (Mar. 8,1976) 
Appeal ofFEA'ainformmion 
request denied. 


Appeal of FEA’s exception 
decision and ordor In T. ti 
Phillips (las and Oil (>> 

3 FEA, par. 83,130 (Mar \ 
1976). 


Appal of FEA’s exceptioi 
decision and order in Ap< * 
OU Co.. 3 FF.A. par. 83.1.' 
(Mur. 8, 1976). 


Exception to increase its bn.-* 

period use. 


Supplemental order in Ca> / 
Ograting 0>.. 3 FEA j> 
63,131 (Mar. 19, 1076). 


Price exception (sec. 212 <3 


Exception to change sup* 

plier. 

Do. 


Supplement to FEA's Mur 
16, 1976, decision and order 
in Fisher’s Fuel, Inc., 3 
FEA, par. 80,601 (Mur J v 
1076). 

Appeal of FEA’s Mar. 23. 
1076, information request 
denial. 

Appeal of FEA exception 
decision and order in 
Superior OU Co., 3 FEA 
par. 83,118 (Mur, 10, 197«> 

Modification of FEA’s order 
of Nov. 28, 1975. 


Exception to Increase of iis 
base-period use. 


Request for modification "f 
regional orders. 


Price exception (,212.72). 

Request for temporary slay. 

Appeal of FEA entitlement 
notice, Mar. 17, 1970. 

Price exception t,sec. 212.74b 

Price exception (secs. 2I2.S3, 
212.87 and 212.111). 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 89—THURSDAY, MAY 6, 1976 




















NOTICES 


18711 


Date 

Name and location of applicant 

Case No. 

Type of submission 

Do. 

Melton Auto Service, Petersburg, Va. (H granted: 
Melton Auto Service would receive an increase In its 
base-period use of motor gasoline.) 

FEE-2396 

Allocation exception. 

Do. 

Melton Auto Service, Petersburg, Va. (If granted: 
Mellon Auto Service would receive a temporary stay 
of the mandatory petroleum allocation requisitions.) 

FST 0006 

Request for temporary stay. 

Do_ 

New England Power Co., Boston, Moss. (If granted: 
FEA’s decision and order of Mar. 31, 1976, would l>e 
rescinded and New England Power Co. would be 
permitted to Increase Its import allocation of residual 
fuel oil.) 

FPI 0094 

Appeal of FEA’s decision 
and order, New England 
Power Co., 3 FEA, 

par.-(Mar. 31, 1976). 

Do. 

R. A. Campbell Co., Vldatia, La., fif granted: Crude 
oil produced from the Nolan Henderson well during 
the period December 1(*73 to March 1974 would be re¬ 
classified ns stripper-well crude ami R. A. Campbell 
Co. would not be required to refund revenues realized 
in execs* of celling prices.) 

FEE-2399 

Price exception (sec. 212.72). 

Do. 

Him Oil Co., Dallas, Tex. (If granted: FEA’s decision 
and order of Mar. 12, 1976, would be rescinded and 
Hun Oil Co. would be permitted to increase prices of 
natural gas liquid products to reflect increases in 
nonproduet costs in excess of 4.005 per gallon.) 

FEA-0001 

Appeal of FEA’s exception 
decision and order, in 
.SViti Oil Co., 3 FEA. par. 
83,129 (Mar. 12, 1976). 


(PH Doc.76-13084 Filed 4-30-76:4:23 pm| 


CASES FILED WITH THE OFFICE OF 
EXCEPTIONS AND APPEALS 

Week of April IS Through April 23, 1976 

Notice is hereby given that during the 
week of April 16 through April 23, 1976 
the appeals and applications for excep¬ 
tion or other relief listed in the Appendix 
to this notice were filed with the Federal 
Energy Administration's Office of Excep¬ 
tions and Appeals. 

Under the FEA's procedural regula¬ 
tions, 10 CFR, Part 205, any person who 


will be aggrieved by the FEA action 
sought hi such cases may file with the 
FEA written comments on the applica¬ 
tion within ten days of service of notice, 
as prescribed in the procedural regula¬ 
tions. For purposes of those regulations, 
the date of service of notice shall be 
deemed to be May 6, 1976 or the date of 
receipt of an aggrieved person of actual 
notice, whichever occurs first. 

Dated: April 30. 1976. 


Michael F. Butler. 
General Counsel. 

Aw&NIO T.—ZUt of case* rewired bg thr Office of Erceptknt* and Appeals, v << K of Apr. 1C through Apr. S3, 197C. 


Dat* Name and location of applicut Case No. ~ Type of submission 


Apr. 16,1976 Atlantic Richfield Co.. Los Angeles, Calif. Of granted: 

Region W’s remedial order would In* rescinded and 
Atlantic Richfield Co.’s customers, Ashland and 
Digas, would be placed in a different class of purchas¬ 
er.) 

Do-Nestle Co., Ilic.. Washington, D.C. (If grunted: Nestle 

Co., Inc. would be permitted to convert Its Fulton 
plant boiler from coal to No. 6 residual fuel oil.) 

Do.Service Enterprises, Capo Girardeau, Mo. (If granted: 

Services Enterprises would be assigned a new, lower 
priced supplier of motor gasoline to replace its baso- 
periml supplier, Rhode* Oil Co.) 

Do... Wise, Watson W., Tyler. Tex. (If granted: Crude oil 
produced from the Stone Jackson lease would Ix> sold 
nt upper Uer ceiling prices.) 

Do.Airfllte, Inc., South Long Reach, Calif. (If granted: 

Airflite w ould receive an increase in its base-period use 
of aviution fuel bast'd on the increased usage of its 
facilities.) 

Apr. 19, 1976 Melton Aulo Sendee, Petersburg, Va. (If granted .’Melton 
Auto Service would receive a stay of FKA region Ill's 
Feb. *24, 1976. allocation order pending determination 
of Its exception request.) 

Apr. 20,1976 At hintic Richfield Co.. Ix>s Angeles, Calif. (If granted: 

FEA’s denial of a request for certain copies of forms 
FEO-17 would bo rescinded.) 

Do.Naph-Sol Refining Co., Washington, D.C. (If granted. 

h EA’s Mar. 19, 1976, decision and order would be re¬ 
scinded and Naph-Sol Refining Co. w ould be assigned 
a new supplier of motor gasoline and fuel oil.) 

Apr. 21,1976 Beukcnm’s Petroleum Co., Grand Rapids. Mich. (If 
granted: Reukenm's Petroleum Co. would be assigned 
a now lower-priced base-j>eriod supplier of motor 
gasoline.) 

Do....... Cathey, John J., Colorado Springs, Colo. (If granted: 

Crude oil produced from the Peterson lease w r ould be 
sold at up|)er tier celling prices.) 

Do. Golden Eagle Refining Co., Inc., Los Angeles, Calif. (IX 

granted: The price relief granted to the Oil Shale Corp. 
in FEA’s June 10, 1975, and August 29. 1975. orders 
would be modified.) 


Do. Grigsby Oil and Gas, New Orleans, Lu, (If granted: 

Crude oil produced from the Grigsby-Robert Leger 
well No. 1 would l)« sold at upper tier ceiling prices.) 

Do...Lee-Ounn Drilling Partnership Hattiesburg, Miss. (If 

granted: Crude oil produced from the No. 2 and 3 
Breaux wells w ould be sold at upi>er tier ceiling prices.) 

Do .Shell Oil Co. (O'Keene), Houston, Tex. (If grouted: 

Shell Oil Co. w'ould be permitted to increase its prices 
for natural gas liquid products to reflect nonproduct 
cost increases in excess of 4.005 |mt gallon.) 


FEA-0810, Apjx-al of FEA's region 9 
FES-0810 order. 


FEE-2400 

Allocation exception (sec. 
215.3). 

FEE-2401 

Exception to change suppli¬ 
ers. 

FEE-2402 

Price exception (sec. 212.74). 

FEE-2403 

Exception to iucrease base- 
I>eriod use. 

FE 8-2396 

Stay request. 

FEA-0812 

.Appeal of FE A's information 
request denial. 

FEA 0611 

Appeal of FEA’s exception 
decision and order in Naph- 
Sol Penning Co., 3 FEA. 
par. 83.131 (Mar. 19, 1976). 

FEE 2410 

Exception to change sup¬ 
pliers. 

FEE-2405 

Price exception (sec. 212.71). 

FMR-0015 

Request for modification or 
rescission of FK A’s ordora 
in 7Tie OU ShaU Corp., 2 
FEA, pnr. 83.160 (June 10, 


1975) and The OU Shale 
Corp., 2 FEA. par. 89,673 
(Aug. 29, 1975). 

FEE-2409, 

FES-2400 

Price exception (sec. 

FEE-2411 

Price exception (sec. 212.74). 

FEE-2106 

Price exception (see. 212.165). 
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NOTICES 


Date 


Name and location of applicant 


Case No. 

Type of eubmlaalon 

FEE-2107 

Price exception (sec. 212.165). 

F MR-0046 

FEE-2404 • 

FEE-2106 

Request for modification or 
rcci&don of FE A’s decision 
and order in Tern $ Asphalt 
and Refining Co.. 3 FEA, 
par.-(Apr. 17, 1976). 

Exception to FEA's Cana¬ 
dian crude oil allocation 
program. 

Exception to change sup¬ 
pliers. 

FEE-2412 

Price exception (sec. 212.74). 

FEX-0040 

Supplemental order to FKA’s 
decision in Afurph p OU 

Corp., 3 FEA. par.- 

(Apr. 9, 1976). 

FEE-2413, 

FES-2413 

Price exception (see. 212.121), 

FEB-2414 

Exception to the Canadian 
exude oil allocation pro¬ 
gram. 

FEE 2416 

Allocation exception (sec. 
211.65(b)). 

FEA 0614 

Appeal bom FEA’s Mar. 17, 


Do.Shell Oil Co. (Selling), Houston, Tex. (If granted: Shell 

Oil Co. would 1 m* permitted to increase it* prices for 
natural gas liquid products to reflect nonproduct cost 
increases in excess of $.005 per gallon.) 

Do. Texas Asphalt and Refining Co., Houston, Tex. (If 

grouted: FEA's Apr. 27, 107ft. decision and order 
directing Texas Asphalt and Refining Co. to sell 
73-1,048 barrels of crude oil to four refiner-buyers would 
be modified.) 

Do. United Refilling Co.. Warren, Pa. (If granted: Uqjted 

Refining Co. would receive an adjustment to Its base- 
period allocation of Canadian crude oil.) 

Do. . Wells Propane tins Co., Wells, Nev. (If granted: Wells 
* Propane Gas Co. would be assigned a new, lower 

priced supplier of propane to replace Its base-period 
supplier, Par Gas.) 

Apr. 22, 1970 McGehec. Frank H., Natchez. Miss. (If granted: Crude 
oil produced from the No. 3 Parker lease would !>o 
sold at upper Her ceiling prices.) 

Murphy Oil Corp., El Dorado. Ark. (If granted: The 
stay granted to the Murphy Oil Corp. in FKA’s 
Apr. 0, 1970, decision and order would be rescinded.1 


Do. 


OO pel _■ ■■■PH 

son, Runs, (ifgranted: National Cooperative Refinery 
Association would receive an exception for the period 
Dcceml»er 1974 through November 1077 to the 30-day 
prenotification waiting period.) 

Do. . Phillips Petroleum Co. (Great Falls), Bartlesville, 
Okla. (If granted: Phflup& Petroleum Co/s Great 
Falls refinery would receive an adjustment to Its 
base-period allocation of Canadian crudo oil.) 

Do. Tipperary Corp., Washington, D.C. (If granted: Tip- 

perarv Corp. would receive an exception from 10 CF R 
211.65(b) to permit it to apply for an allocation of 
crudo oil more than 90 days prior to the commence¬ 
ment of an allocation quarter.) 

Apr. 23,1976 Mobil Oil Corp., New York, N.Y. (If granted: FEA’s 
decision and order of Mar. 17,1976, would be rescinded 
and Mobil Oil Corp.'s Ferndale, Wash, refinery would 
l>o considered a first-priority refinery for purposes of 
the Canadian crude oil allocation program.) 


|FR Doc.76-13085 Piled 4-30-76;8:45 ami 


CASES FILED WITH THE OFFICE OF 

PRIVATE GRIEVANCES AND REDRESS 

Week of April 16 Through April 23, 1976 

Notice is hereby given that during the 
week of April 16 through April 23, 1976, 
the petition for special redress listed in 
the Appendix to this notice was filed 
with the Federal Energy Administra¬ 
tion’s Office of Private Grievances and 
Redress. 

Under the FEA’s procedural regula¬ 
tions, 10 CFR, Part 205, any person who 


LP-GAS INDUSTRY ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92- 
463, 86 Stat. 770), notice is hereby given 
that the LP-Gas Industry Advisory Com¬ 
mittee will meet Tuesday, May 25. 1976, 
at 10 a.m.. Conference Room B, Depart¬ 
mental Auditorium. Constitution Avenue 
between 12th & 14th Streets, NW.. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

The Committee was established to pro¬ 
vide independent advice and review to 
FEA with respect to the implementation 
of programs that affect the LP-Gas 
Industry. 


will be aggrieved by the FEA action 
sought in this case may file with the FEA 
written comments on the petition within 
ten days of service of notice, as pre¬ 
scribed in the procedural regulations. 
For purposes of those regulations, the 
date of service of notice shall be deemed 
to be May 6, 1976 or the date of receipt 
by an aggrieved person of actual notice, 
whichever occurs first. 

Dated: April 30, 1976. 

Michael F. Butler, 
General Counsel. 


The agenda for the meeting is as 
follows: 

T. Deregulation of FEA Allocation and 
Pricing Regulations of LP-Gas. 

2. Review 7 and Comments on FEA 
Regulations on LP-Gas other than Price 
and Allocation. 

3. Review and Analysis of Selected 
Supply and Demand Forecasts of LP- 
Gas. 

4. Transportation and Import Termi¬ 
nal Requirements for the LP-Gas Indus¬ 
try—Present and Future Needs. 

5. Review and Comments on the In¬ 
stitute of Gas Technology's “A Study to 
Ascertain the Potential for Increased 
Production of Natural Gas Liquids from 
Natural Gas." 


The meeting is open to the public. The 
Chairman of the Committee is em¬ 
powered to conduct the meeting in a 
fashion that will in his judgment, facili¬ 
tate the orderly conduct of business. Any 
member of the public who wishes to file 
a written statement with the Committee 
will be permitted to do so, either before 
or after the meeting. Members of the 
public who wish to make oral statements 
should inform Lois Weeks, Director, Ad¬ 
visory Committee Management, (202) 
961-7022, at least 5 days prior to the 
meeting and reasonable provision will be 
made for their appearance on the 
agenda. 

Further information concerning this 
meeting may be obtained from the Ad¬ 
visory Committee Management Office. 

Minutes of the meeting will be made 
available for public inspection at the 
Federal Energy Administration, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Issued at Washington, D.C. on May 3 
1976. 

Michael F. Butler, 
General Counsel. 

|FR Doc.78-13224 Filed 5-3-76:3:35 pmj 


STATE REGULATORY ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (Public 
Law 92-463, 86 Stat. 770), notice is here¬ 
by given that the State Regulatory Advi¬ 
sory Committee will meet Friday. May 21. 
1976, at 9 a.m., Room 3400, 12th & Penn¬ 
sylvania Avenue. NW.. Washington, D.C. 

The Committee was established to 
provide the Federal Energy Administra¬ 
tion with advice and information con¬ 
cerning its plans and programs which are 
related to the responsibilties of State 
regulatory commissions. 

The agenda for the meeting is as fol¬ 
lows: 

1. Federal Energy Administration Gas 
Allocation Policy. 

2. Federal Energy Administration 
Load Management Policy. 

3. Status Report on Electricty/Gas 
Legislation. 

The meeting is open to the public. The 
Chairman of the Committee is em¬ 
powered to conduct the meeting in a 
fashion that will, in his judgment, facili¬ 
tate the orderly conduct of business. Any 
member of the public who wishes to file a 
written statement with the Committee 
will be permitted to do so, either before 
or after the meeting. Members of the 
public who wish to make oral state¬ 
ments should inform Lois Weeks, Direc¬ 
tor, Advisory Committee Management. 
(202 961-7022, at least 5 days before the 
meeting and reasonable provision will be 
made for their appearance on the 
agenda. 

Further information concerning this 
meeting may be obtained from the Ad¬ 
visory Committee Management Office. 

Minutes of the meeting will be made 
available for public inspection at the 
Federal Energy Administration, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C, 


Appendix. —List of cases rccrlved by (hi Office of Private Grkiances and Redrew, week of Apr. IS through Apr. 99,197G 


X)ate Name and location of applicant Case No. Type of submission 


Apr '*>, 197C Wcstla Oil Co., Maryland Heights. Mo. (Tf granted: The F8G-0023 Request for special redress. 
Dec. 15. 1975. order issued to the West la Oil Co. by 
FEA region IX would be rescinded and Wcstla would 
l>e assigned a new supplier of motor gasoline.) 


IFR Doc.70-13086 Filed 4-30-76:4:23 pm| 
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Issued at Washington, D.C. on 
May 3.1976. 

Michael F. Butler, 
General Counsel . 

IFR Doc.76-13223 Filed 5-3-76;3:36 pm] 


TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (Public 
Law 92-463, 86 Stat. 770 >, notice is here¬ 
by given that the Transportation Advi¬ 
sory Committee will meet Tuesday, 
May 25, 1976, at 10 a.m.. Room 3400, 
12th & Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

The Committee was established to ad¬ 
vise the Administrator, FEA, with re¬ 
spect to general transportation aspects of 
interests and problems related to the 
policy and implementation of programs 
to meet the continuing energy crisis. 

The agenda for the meeting is as fol¬ 
lows: 

1. Discussion of : 

a. Draft Guidelines for State Pro¬ 
grams in the EPCA 

b. Consumer Conservation Awareness 
and Behavior 

c. Airline Program—Direction and In¬ 
tent 

The meeting is open to the public. The 
Chairman of the Committee is em¬ 
powered to conduct the meeting in a 
fashion that will, in his judgment, facili¬ 
tate the orderly conduct of business. Any 
member of the public who wishes to file a 
written statement with the Committee 
will be permitted, to do so, either before 
or after the meeting. Members of the 
public who wish to make oral state¬ 
ments should inform Lois Weeks, Direc¬ 
tor, Advisory Committee Management, 
(202 961-7022, at least 5 days prior to the 
meeting and reasonable provision will be 
made for their appearance on the 
agenda. 

Further information concerning this 
meeting may be obtained from the Ad¬ 
visory Committee Management Office. 

Minutes of the meeting will be made 
available for public inspection at the 
Federal Energy Administration. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C, 

Issued at Washington, D.C. on 
May 3.1976. 

Michael F. Butler. 

General Counsel. 

[FR Doc.76-13222 Filed 5-3-76;3: 34 pm] 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

AMERICAN PRESIDENT LINES, LTD. 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C.814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, NW., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 


ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York. N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San 
Francisco. California and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington. 
D.C., 20573, on or before May 26, 1976. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination 
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a 
violation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circumstances said 
to constitute such violation or detriment 
to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Charles F. Warren. Esq., 1100 Connecticut 

Avenue. N.W.. Washington. D.C. 20036. 

Agreement 10107-2, filed on behalf of 
American President Lines, Ltd.; Barber 
Blue Sea Line: Fesco Pacific Container 
Line; Kawasaki Kisen Kaisha; Orient 
Overseas Line/Orient Overseas Con¬ 
tainer Line; Sea-Land Service, Inc.; 
United States Lines, Inc.; Zim Israel 
Navigation Co. Ltd.; and the Trans¬ 
pacific Freight Conference (Hong Kong) 
would extend the scope of the basic 
agreement in the following manner: 

This understanding shall apply to and 
govern the conveyance of all merchandise by 
the parties from Hong Kong and Taiwan to 
United States Pacific Coast ports or inland 
points in the United States via such ports, 
including merchandise destined to overland 
points and also to cargo destined to U.S. 
Atlantic and Gulf ports via U.S. Pacific Coast 
ports and moving via trans-continental 
routing. 

As it stands presently approved, Agree¬ 
ment 10107 permits the non-conference 
lines listed above and the Conference to 
discuss and agree’' • * * on various rates, 
charges, classifications, practices, and 
related tariff matters to be charged or 
observed by them respectively • * •” with 
respect to the transportation of cargoes 
from Hong Kong and Taiwan to West 
Coast ports of the United States. Each 
independent line and the Conference has 
the right of independent action upon 
forty-eight hours notice to all other par¬ 
ties. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: April 30,1976. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-13229 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


COMPAGNIE MARITIME DES CHARGEURS 
REUNIS, S.A., ET AL. 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing agreement has been filed with 


the Commission for approval pursuant 
to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, 
as amended (39 Stat. 733. 75 Stat. 763, 
46 U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission. 1100 L Street, NW., 
Room 10126. or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York. N.Y.. New Orleans, La.. San Juan. 
Puerto Rico and San Francisco. Cali¬ 
fornia. Comments on such agreements, 
including requests for hearing, may be 
submitted to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C., 
20573, on or before May 17, 1976. Any 
person desiring a hearing on the pro¬ 
posed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination or 
unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a vio¬ 
lation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circumstances said 
to constitute such violation or detriment 
to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of Agreement Filed by: 

Edwin Longcope. Esq., Hill. Betts & Nash. 

One World Trade Center. Suite 5215, New 

York. New York 10048. 

Agreement No. 10224 would establish a 
joint service agreement among Com- 
pagnie Maritime Des Chargeurs Reunis, 
S.A., Elder Dempster Lines Limited, 
Compagnie Maritime Beige, S.A., and 
Compagnie Maritime Zairoise S.A.R.L., 
operating under the trade name North 
American West Africa Lines (NAWAL), 
in the trade between U.S. Great Lakes, 
Atlantic and Gulf ports via Eastern 
Canadian ports, on the one hand, and 
West African ports south of the south¬ 
erly border of Rio de Oro. Spanish Sa¬ 
hara and north of the northerly border of 
Nambia (South West Africa), including 
the Atlantic Islands of the Azores, 
Madeira. Canary, and Cape Verdes, also 
the Islands of Fernando Po, Principe and 
San Thome in the Gulf of Guinea, on the 
other hand. The joint service is in ac¬ 
cordance with the terms and conditions 
set forth in said agreement. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: April 30, 1976. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-13230 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


(Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder 
License No. 6171 

WM. J. NAAR 
Order of Revocation 

On April 28. 1976, Wm. J. Naar, 90 
West Broadway, New York, New York 
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10007, voluntarily surrendered his In¬ 
dependent Ocean Freight Forwarder 
License No. 617 for revocation. 

By virtue of authority vested in me by 
the Federal Maritime Commission as set 
forth in Manual of Orders. Commission 
Order No. 201.1 (Revised). Section 5.01 
(b), dated June 30, 1975; 

It is ordered. That Independent Ocean 
Freight Forwarder License No. 617 issued 
to Wm. J. Naar. be and is hereby revoked 
effective April 28. 1976 without prejudice 
to reapply for a license in the future. 

It is further ordered. That a copy of 
this Order be published in the Federal 
Register and served upon Wm. J. Naar. 

Leroy F. Fuller. 

Bureau of Certification 

and Licensing. 

[FR Doc.76-13231 Filed 5- 5-76:8:45 amj 


[Docket No. 76-24] 

UNITED NATIONS V. FLOTA MERCANTE 
GRANCOLUMBIANA, S.A. 

Filing of Complaint 

May 3. 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that a complaint 
filed by United Nations against Flota 
Mercante Grancolumbiana, S.A. was 
served April 30, 1976. The complaint al¬ 
leges that complainant has been subject¬ 
ed to payment of transportation charges 
in violation of section 18(b)(3) of the 
Shipping Act, 1916. 

Hearing in this matter shall commence 
on or before October 30, 1976. 

Francis C. Hurney. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-13232 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. CS71-18, et al.) 

AMOCO PRODUCTION CO., ET AL. 

Applications for "Small Producer" 
Certificates ‘ 

April 28, 1976. 

Take notice that each of the Appli¬ 
cants listed herein has filed an appplica- 
tion pursuant to Section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act and Section 157.40 of 
the Regulations thereunder for a "small 
producer" certificate of public conven¬ 
ience and necessity authorizing the sale 
for resale and delivery of natural gas in 
interstate commerce, all as more fully 
set forth in the applications which are 
on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
applications should on or before May 17, 
1976, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, 
petitions to intervene or protests in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 


1 This notice does not provide for consol¬ 
idation for hearing of the several matters 
covered herein. 


be considered by it in determining the ap¬ 
propriate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be¬ 
come parties to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must file petitions to intervene in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
all applications in w T hich no petition to 
intervene is filed within the time re¬ 
quired herein if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter believes that 
a grant of the certificates is required by 
the public convenience and necessity. 
Where a petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or where the Commission 
on its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein pro¬ 
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for Applicants to 
appear or be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 


Docket Date Med Applicant 

No. 


CS76 672.do. 


US71-18-. Apr. 1,1976 Amoco Production Co..« Se¬ 
curity Life Bldg., Denver, 
Colo. 80202. 

can 313. Mar. 31. 1976 II. 11. Phillips, Jr., E 102 Pe¬ 
troleum Center, San An¬ 
tonio, Tox. 7830(1. 

CS76 G6S . ...do . Patricia Hyde, 1011 Ridgloa 

Bank Bldg., Fort Worth, 
Tex. 76116. 

CS76 660 Apr. 1,1976 Bryan Keith d.lh.n Laurel 
Creek (las Co., 270 Totin 
Branch Rd., .Manchester, 
Ky. 

CS76 670 _do.. William D. Emery. Box 14611, 

Oklahoma City, Okla. 73114 

CS76 071 ...do. William Exploration Co., 321 

South Boston, Tulsa, Okla. 
74101. 

LI & S Oil Co.. 216 American 
Home Security Bldg., Ar- 
tesla. N.Mex. 88210. 

C875 673_do_C. W. llofTinan, Jr., P.O. Box 

6(j0, Eastland, Tex. 76448. 

C87&674 do.W. II. Hoffman, P.O. Box 

6fi‘i, Eastland. Tex. 76448. 

CS7C4575.do.William II. Hoffmann, as 

executor of the estate of 
Bessie Hoffmann deceased. 
County Court, Eastland 
County. Tex., P.O. Box 
669, Fast land, Tev 76448. 

C876-676.do..Wakyn W. Ferris. .US Potter- 

son Bldg., Denver, Cok). 
80203. 

C876 677 Apr. 2,14»70 Mercantile Safe Deposit & 
Trust Co., trustee, Trusts 
IT/D, Donaldson Brown, 
Successor to Bmseco Corn, 
and John B. Rich, individ¬ 
ually, 1503 Mercantile Bank 
A Trust Bldg., Baltimore, 
Md. 21201. 

C376-678.do.. Stallworth Oil A Gas. Inc., 

930 Hartford Bldg., Dallas, 
Tex. 75201. 

CS70-079 ...do. Robert B. Stallworth, Jr., 

930 Hartford Bldg., Dallas, 
Tex. 75201. 

CS76-680 _do.. Harris II. White, R.D. No. 3. 

New Bethlehem, Pa. 16242. 

CS76-681.do.Katherine Q. Blcwett, P.O. 

Box 5, Shreveport, La. 
71161. 

CS76 682. Apr. 6,1976 Estate of N. P. Powell, de¬ 
ceased, 410 Citirons 1st Na¬ 
tional Bank Bldg., Tyler, 
Tex. 75701. 

CS76- 683 _do..Dow L. Keever, Coming, 

Iowa, 50841. 


Docket Date filed Applicant 

No. 


CS7G-684.do.Castle Gas Co., Inc.. P.O. 

Box. 10396, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
15234. 

C876 683.do..Big Buck Energy Oil A Gas. 

Inc., 214 North Blvd. West. 
Huntington. W. Vn. 25791. 

CS76 686.do_MoMahon-Bulltnpton Drilling 

Co.. P.O. Box 2569, Wichita 
Falls, Tex. 76307. 

CS76-687. Apr. 6,1976 Big Plney Oil A Gas Co.. 

Suite 204, Executive Bldg 
455 East 4th South, Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84111. 

CS76-688. Apr. 7,1976 Reliance Trusts, P.O. B< v 
50322. Dallas, Tex. 75250. 

C 876-680.do.P.O. Box 520 0C8, Lafayette. 

La. 70501. 

C870-690..do.John D. Todd, 3144 Locke 

Lane, Houston, Tex. 77027 

('S76-6fil_do.._Ohio Lease Operating Co., 893 

High St., Suite O, Worth¬ 
ington. Ohio 430S5. 

CS76 892. Apr. 1,1976 IMG Exploration Co.,' Com¬ 
mercial Solvents Corp., 2l< 
Kirs! City National Bank 
Bldg., Houston, Tox. 77002. 

CS76 093 Apr. 8,1970 Larry A. Mir.cl, 360M South 
Yosemitc, Suite 900, Den¬ 
ver, Colo. 80237. 

CS76 694.do.T. C. Meador. P.O. Box tfj:., 

El Dorado, Tox. 76936. 

CS76-695.do.. .... J. D. Akin. Box 227, Corning, 

lown 50841. 

CS76 696.do.Mounts lias Co.. Box 687, 

Logan, W. Va. 25601. 

CS76 697_do.Caddo Management Co., 331 

Beck Bldg., Shreveport, La. 
71101. 

C876-698_do.. Jeffrey D. J. Kallcnlwrg, 334 

Beck Bldg., Shreveport, La 
71101. 

C870 609 Apr. 9,1976 Donald Winston as Trust* •• 

under Trust Agreement 

dated Dec. 31. 1941. 2 ui 
Wall Towers East. Mid¬ 
land. Tex. 7970’. 

CS7C 700 _do.James F. Haynes. M.D.. 1012 

West Pierce, Carlsbad, N 
Me*. 88220. 

CS76-7G1. Apr. 12,1976 Arrowhead Oil Co., 11762 

South Harrell’s Kerry Rd., 

Baton Rouge, La. 70810. 

CS78-7Q2.do. Michael Pinkerton. 2029 Mar¬ 

tin Branch Rd., Charleston. 


W. Va. 

CS76 703.do.Western OH ond Minerals 

Ltd., P.O. Box 1228, Farm 
ington, N. Mex. 87401. 

C876-70I..do. R A B Petroleum, Inc.. 250 

Park Ave,, New York. 
N.Y. 10017. 

CS76 705_do. Southwest Lumlwr Mills, 

Inc., P.O. Box 7548. 3443 
North Central Avc., Phoe¬ 
nix, Art*. 85011. 

CS70-716.do.ETI Resources, Inc.. Suite 

230. 0600 Powers Ferry Rd. 
NW., Atlanta. Ga. 3033‘. 

CS70-717.do.1975 Private RT1 Resource* 

Oil A Gas Program, Suite 
230. 6630 Powers Ferry Rd. 
NW., Atlanta, Ga. 30339. 

C878*718.do_ETI Resources Oil A this 

Program Series 1975 76 1. 
ETI Resources Oil A Gas 
Frog mm Series 1975-76-2. 
Suite 230, 6600 Powers 

Kerry Rd. NW., Atlanta. 
Ga. 30339. 


i With respect to certain interests covered under 
W. E. Bakke's small producer certificate ill docket No. 
CS7I-18. 

[FR Doc.76-13051 Filed 5-5 76;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RI75-76] 

EXXON COHP. 

O.der Providing for Hearing on and Suspen¬ 
sion of Proposed Changes in Rates, ana 
Allowing Rate Changes to Become Effec¬ 
tive Subject to Refund 1 

April 28,1976. 

Respondents have filed proposed 
changes in rates and charges for juris- 


» Does not consolidate for hearing or dis¬ 
pose of the several matters herein. 
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dictional sales of natural gas, as set forth 
in Appendix “A” hereof. 

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, 
or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is in the pub¬ 
lic interest and consistent with the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
enter upon hearings regarding the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed changes, and 
that the supplements herein be sus¬ 
pended and their use be deferred as 
ordered below. 

The Commission orders: (A) Under the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly Sections 


4 and 15, the Regulations pertaining 
thereto [18, CFR, Chapter I], and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, public hearings shall be held con¬ 
cerning the lawfulness of the proposed 
changes. 

(B) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the rate supplements herein are 
suspended and their use deferred until 
date shown in the “Date Suspended 
Until” column. Each of these supple¬ 
ments shall become effective, subject to 
refund, as of the expiration of the sus¬ 
pension period without any further ac¬ 
tion by the Respondent or by the Com- 
atpkndlv A 


mission. Each Respondent shall comply 
with the refunding procedure required by 
the Natural Gas Act and Section 154.102 
of the regulations thereunder. 

(C) Unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup¬ 
plements, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered, shall be changed until dis¬ 
position of these proceedings or expira¬ 
tion of the suspension period, whichever 
is earlier. 

By the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 




Rale 

schedule 

No. 



Amount 

of 

annual 

increase 

Date 

filing 

tendered 

Effective 

date 

unless 

sus¬ 

pended 

Date 

sus¬ 

pended 

until 

Cents per Mcf • » 

Rato in 
effect subject 
to refund in 
docket Nos. 

Docket 

No. 

Respondent 

Supple¬ 
ment No. 

Purchaser and producing area 

c w 

Pro¬ 
posed in 
creased 
rote 

R175-76... 

Exxon Corp.. 

.do. 

357 

46 

Columbia Goo Transmission Corp. (.Southern and $2,709,733 
Offshore Louisiana). 

_do_ __ 11(1 481 

3-29-76 

3-29-76 

3-29-76 


1-2-76 

1-2-76 

1-2-76 

20.0675 

22.875 

31.1125 

5 31.48 

*25.50 

*31.48 

R175-70 










• The pressure base is 15.02ft. 

1 l’uless otherwise Stated, the rate shown is the totul rate, inclusive of any applicable Btu adjustment and tax. 

For gas from reservoirs discovered proir to Oct. 1,11*18. and subject to the Louisiana taxing Jurisdiction. 

For gas from reservoirs discovered prior to Oct. I, 1968, and In the Federal domain. 

4 For gas from reservoirs discovered after Oct. 1, 1968, but prior to Oct. I, 1970. and subject to the Louisiana taxing jurisdiction. 


Exxon’s proposed rate increases are 
suspended for one day from the January 
1. 1976 date the increases would other¬ 
wise become effective under Opinion No. 
749. Thereafter, the proposed rates may 
be collected subject to refund in the 
existing rate proceeding in Docket No. 
RI75-76 pending resolution of the issues 
in that case. 

|FR Doc.76-13052 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am) 


I Docket Nos. CS76-706, et al | 

JIC DRILLING FUND AND OTHER 
APPLICANTS LISTED HEREIN 

Applications for “Small Producer” 
Certificates 

April 28, 1976. 

Take notice that each of the Appli¬ 
cants listed herein has filed an applica¬ 
tion pursuant to Section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act and Section 157.40 of 
the Regulations thereunder for a “small 
producer” certificate of public conven¬ 
ience and necessity authorizing the sale 
for resale and delivery of natural gas in 
interstate commerce, all as more fully 
set forth in the applications which are 
on file with the Commission and open to 
the public inspection. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
applications should on or before May 17, 
1976, file with the Federal Power Com- 


; This notice does not provide for conso¬ 
lidation for hearing of the several matters 
covered herein. 


mission. Washington, D.C. 20426, peti¬ 
tions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be consid¬ 
ered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be¬ 
come parties to a proceeding or to partic¬ 
ipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must file petitions to intervene in accord¬ 
ance with the Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
all applications in which no petition to 
intervene is filed within the time required 
herein if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter believes that a grant 
of the certificates is required by the pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity. Where a 
petition for leave to intervene is timely 
filed, or w here the Commission on its own 
motion believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unles otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket Date filed Applicant 

No. 


CS76-706. Apr. 12.1976 JIC Drilling Fund, 1700 
Benedum Trw Bldg., 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222. 

CS76 707. .do . JIC Drilling Co. No. 2, 

1700 Benedum Trees Bldg., 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222. 

CS76-70S_do__ JIC Joint Venture No. 3, 

1700 Benedum Trees Bldg.. 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222. 

CS76-700.do.3am Jack Partnership No. 1. 

1700 Benedum Trees Bldg., 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222. 

CS76-710.do. Sam Jack Partnership No. 2, 

1700 Benedum Trees Bldg., 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222. 

CS76-711.do.Sam Jack Partnership No. 3, 

1700 Benedum Trees Bidg.. 
Pittsburgh, Po. 15222. 

CS76-712.do.Sara Jack Partnership No. 4, 

1700 Benedum Trees Bldg.. 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222. 

C876-713.do_8am Jack Partnership No. 5, 

1700 Benedum Trees Bldg., 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222. 

CS70-71I.do.Wisconsin Fund, 1700 Bene¬ 

dum Trees Bldg., Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa. 15222. 

C876-715_do.Willow River Fund, 1700 

Benedum Trees Bldg.. 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222. 

CS76-719.do.Michael G. Quinn, 453 South 

Webb IicL, P.O. Box 18?87, 
Wichita, Kons. 67207. 

C870-720.do. Ralph J. Hahn. 010 Merchant 

St.. Emporia, Kans. 66801. 

CS76-721.do__ Marvin Whitehead, 312 Beck 

Bldg.,Shreveport, La. 71101. 

CS76-722.do. A. M. Kimbrough, P.O. Box 

920, Hobbs, N. Mex. 88240. 

CS76-723.do .J. F. Maddox, P.O. Box 920, 

Hobbs. N. Mex. 88210. 

CS76-724.do.J. P. White, Jr.. P.O. Box 872, 

Roswell, N. Mex. 8820J. 

C876-725.do.T. T. Sanders, P.O. Box 550, 

Roswell, N. Mex. 88201. 

C876-726.do.C. G. Logg, P.O. Box 920, 

Hobbs, N. Mex. 8824a 

CS76-727.do.Nolan H. Brunson, Jr., P.O- 

Box 1039, Hobbs, N. Mex- 
88240. 
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Docket Date filed Applicant 

No. 


C876 728.do_Natomas of Texas, Inc., 777 

South Post Oak Rd.. Suite 
80ft, Houston. Tex. 77050. 

CS7C 720.... do ... Natomas International Corp., 
777 South Post Oak Rd., 
Suite KOO, Houston, Tex. 
77056. 

CS76 730 do ... Nntonms Co.. 777 South Post 
Oak Kd. t Suite 800, Hous¬ 
ton, Tex. 7705(1. 

CS76 371.do ... Natomas Exploration. Inc., 

777 South Post Oak. Rd , 
Suite 800, Houston, Tex. 
77050. 

CS76 732. Apr. 13, B*76 Jot* F. Sherman Has Ar Oil, 
Box 208, Hawthorn, Pu. 
16230. 

CS76 733 Apr. 5,1676 Trend Oil Co., Operator, 900, 
Wflshiro Blvd., No. 1024 
♦ Los Anpeles, Calif. 90017. 

CS76 734 Apr. 13,1076 Ross L. Malone Kstate.et al., 
P.O. Box 87, Roswell, N. 
Mex. 88201. 

C876 735.do.M. L. Southerland. 316 West 

Me.UafTev, Roswell, N. Mex. 
88201. 

CS76 736 .do . Ii. J. Leonard. P.O. Box 100, 

Roswell. N* Mex. 88201. 

CS76-737 .. .do ... Tb«M>dore P. White, P.O. Box 
533. Roswell, N. Mex. 88201. 

CSTtt 738... do... L. C. Harris, P.O. Box 1714, 

Roswell, N. Mex. 88201. 

CS76-739_ do _ Phelps White, P.O. 874. 

Roswell, N. Mex. 88231. 

CS70-740 . .do ... Donald L. Carey, P.O. Box 

1320. Hobbs. N. Mex. 
88240. 

CS76 741 . ...do_ Harry R. Raves. P.O. Box 

1618. Hobbs, N. Mex. 88240. 

CS70 742 do.Minerals, Inc.. P.O. Box 1320, 

Hobbs, N. Mex. 88240. 

CS7G 743. Apr. 14.1076 R. Taylor Mostor, R.I). No. 

1. Vanderbilt, Pa. 15486. 

CH76 744.do.BA E Coal Corp., P.O. Box 

228. Spencer, \\. Va. 25276. 
CS76 746. Apr. 15,1076 R. <\ Johns, P.O. Box <W8, 
Glendale, Arlz. 85311. 

CS76 746_do . Randall F. Montgomery. 201 

Vandcrpool No. Ill, 1 lous- 
ton. Tex. 77024. 

CS70 747. Apr. 16,1076 William F. Powell, 13722 
Queensbury, Houston, Tex. 
77070. 

CS76 748.. do.Raymond JI. Haves, P.O. 

Box 1918, Hobbs. N. Mex. 
88240. 

C676 746..... do.J. E. Cioszinskl, 22 Riverside 

Dr., Roswell, N. Mex. 
88201. 

CS76-750. Apr. 10,1076 KllxaboUl Rice, 4600 KieUke 
Lane, No. 188, Reno, Nov. 
80302. 


IFR Doc.76-13050 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am) 


NATIONAL GAS SURVEY, TRANSMISSION, 

DISTRIBUTION & STORAGE—TECHNI¬ 
CAL ADVISORY TASK FORCE—RATE 

DESIGN 

Meeting—Agenda Revision 1 

North Building, Room 3401, Federal 
Power Commission. Union Plaza Build¬ 
ing. 941 North Capitol Street, NE., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20426. 

May 21.1976, 9:00 a.m. 

Presiding: Mr. John F. Craig, Co¬ 
ordinating Representative and Secretary, 
Federal Power Commission. 

1. Call to Order—Mr. Jolin F. Craig. 

2. Subgroups 1A and IB will assemble 
at 9:00 a.m. to plan efforts and prepare 
suggestions for Task Force completion of 
these assignment areas. 

3. Call to Order of full Task Force at 
11:30 a.m. to hear and discuss reports 
from Subgroups 1A and IB. 


1 The agenda revises the initial agenda for 
the task force meeting Issued April 28. 1976, 
FPC No. 22322, 41 FR 17973. The purpose and 
subject of the meeting remain unchanged. 


4. Discussion of Marginal Costing 
Methodology by Mr. James J. Tanner. 

5. Report and recommendations of the 
Glossary Subgroup seeking to establish 
definitions, terms and service categories 
to be used by the Task Force—Mr. Louis 
J. Carter. 

6r Delineation and limitation by Mr. 
Richard Tybout of the proposals set forth 
in his letter to the Task Force dated 
February 4,1976. 

7. Discussion of other matters. 

8. Establishing next meeting date and 
agenda. 

9. Adjournment—Mr. John F. Craig. 

This meeting is open to the public. Any 

interested person may attend, appear be¬ 
fore, or file statements with the com¬ 
mittee—which statements, if in written 
form, may be filed before or after the 
meeting, or if oral, at the time and in tho 
manner permitted by the committee. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-133V3 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 ami 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

(Investigation No. 337-TA-20J 

CERTAIL BISMUTH MOLYPDATE 
CATALYSTS 

Or^e, Continuing Preliminary Con re ence 
on Discovery Matters 

On April 29. 1976, Complainant filed a 
Motion for Leave to Dismiss the Com¬ 
plaint and for Termination of the In¬ 
vestigation (Commission Motion Docket 
No. 20-3). In view of this Motion, it is 
hereby ordered that the Preliminary 
Conference on Discovery Matters no¬ 
ticed for April 30, 1976, be continued 
generally pending the Commission’s dis¬ 
position of Complainant's Motion for 
Leave to Dismiss. 

In addition, it is hereby ordered that 
answers to Complainant’s Motion shall 
be submitted within ten (10) days after 
sendee. 

The Secretary shall serve a copy of 
this Order upon all parties of record. 

Issued April 29,1976. 

# Judge Myron R. Renick, 

Presiding Officer. 

(FR Doc.76-13179 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am| 


(332-731 


January 31, 1975 (40 F.R. 6239), under 
section 332(g) of the Tariff Act of 1930. 
The investigation was initiated in ac¬ 
cordance with section 608(c) of the Trade 
Act of 1974 which provides, in part, that 
the Commission shall institute an in¬ 
vestigation which would provide the 
basis for— 


(2 ) full and Immediate participation by the 
United States International Trade Commis¬ 
sion In the United States contribution to 
technical work of the Harmonized Systems 
Committee under the Customs Cooperation 
Council to assure the recognition of the needs 
of the United States business community In 
the development of a Harmonized Code re¬ 
flecting sound principles of commodity iden¬ 
tification and specification and modern pro¬ 
ducing methods and trading practices • • • .* 

Background of the Harmonized System 

In 1970 a number of countries and or¬ 
ganizations, both national and interna¬ 
tional, became increasingly concerned 
about the problems stemming from the 
lack of an internationally accepted com¬ 
modity description and coding system. At 
that time delegates from the Customs 
Cooperation Council (CCC), an inter¬ 
governmental organization with head¬ 
quarters in Brussels, Belgium, discussed 
the problem with a number of other in¬ 
ternational organizations, and at a meet¬ 
ing of the United Nations Economic 
Commission for Europe it was recom¬ 
mended that the CCC should sponsor a 
study of the feasibility of developing a 
harmonized commodity description and 
coding system. 

In undertaking the project, the CCC 
established a Study Group for the De¬ 
velopment of a Harmonized Commodity 
Description and Coding System for In¬ 
ternational Trade in 1971. Because of the 
significance of this work to a wide range 
of interests involved in International 
trade, the CCC offered the opportunity of 
participating to a number of interna¬ 
tional organizations and to certain coun¬ 
tries which were not at the time members 
of the CCC. The following is a list of the 
participants in the study group: 

I. COUNTRIES AND CROUPS OF COUNTRIES 


Austria 

Belgium 

Canada 

Czechoslovakia 

Denmark 

European Economic 
Community 
France 
Germany 


Hungary 

Italy 

Japan 

Republic of Korea 
Malaysia 
Netherlands 
Sweden 

United Kingdom 
United States 


U.S. CONTRIBUTION TO THE TECHNICAL 
WORK OF THE HARMONIZED SYSTEM 
COMMITTEE 

Notice of Participation 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
interested parties with respect to the 
background and development of the 
Harmonized Commodity Description and 
Coding System (Harmonized System) 
and to afford an opportunity for inter¬ 
ested parties to present their views with 
respect to its development. The notice 
is issued pursuant to Commission in¬ 
vestigation No. 332-73, instituted on 


II. INTURCOVF.RNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 

General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 
(GATT) 

United Nations Statistical Office (UNSO). 
Economic Commission for Europe (ECE) 
United Nations Conference on Trade and 
Development (UNCTAD) 

Customs Cooperation Council 
Organization for Economic Cooperation and 
Development (OECD) 

Food and Agriculture Organization of the 
United Nations (FAO) 

North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) 


* Sec. 608(c) (2), Trade Act of 1974. 
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III. INTERNATIONAL GOVERNMENTAL 
ORGANIZATIONS 

International Cargo Handling Coordination 
Association (ICHCA) 

International Air Transport Association 
(IATA) 

International Chamber of Commerce (ICC) 
International Chamber of Shipping (ICS) 
International Federation of Forwarding 
Agents’ Associations (FIATA) 

International Organization for Standardiza¬ 
tion (ISO) 

International Union of Railways (UIC) 
International Road Transport Union (IRU) 
World Trade Centers Association (WTCA) 

IV. NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 

Simplification of International Trade Proce¬ 
dures Board (SITPRO) (United Kingdom) 
National Committee on International Trade 
Documentation (NCITD) (United States) 
Transportation Data Coordinating Commit¬ 
tee (TDCC) (United States). 

The study group report. The report of 
the study group was made to the CCC in 
March 1973 and was accepted by the CCC 
in June 1973/ 

Pertinent parts of the summary of the 
report follow. 

(a) The development of a harmonized 
commodity description and coding sys¬ 
tem is not only feasible but is essential in 
the longer term interests of the facilita¬ 
tion of international trade. 

(b) The system should be developed 
from the BTN and SITC r Brussels Tariff 
Nomenclature and Standard Interna¬ 
tional Trade Classification] (Revised). 
However, the work done to date demon¬ 
strates a need for some changes in the 
BTN and the SITC to bring them in step 
with current trade conditions and it will 
be advisable to modify some parts of the 
BTN to facilitate establishment of the 
harmonized commodity description and 
coding system. Of course, after the sys¬ 
tem has been developed, steps should be 
taken to ensure that it will be revised 
as necessary to keep it in harmony with 
subsequent revisions of the BTN and the 
SITC. 

(c) The BTN should constitute the 
core of the harmonized system. It should 
continue to be maintained under the 
provisions of the current Convention as 
a separate 4-digit entity. The more de¬ 
tailed descriptions and codes required for 
the harmonized system would be issued 
as a supplement to the BTN, not under 
the formal Convention but for example 
as a Customs Co-operation Council 
Recommended Standard. 

(d) In developing the system, account 
should be taken of existing nomencla¬ 
tures and commodity description sys¬ 
tems which are primarily representative 
of Customs, statistical and transport re¬ 
quirements. Those listed at Annex C 1 


1 The study group report was published by 
the Customs Cooperation Council on Mar. 28, 
1973, as Document No. 19.513. Copies are 
available from the Secretary, U.S. Interna¬ 
tional Trade Commission, 701 E St. NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20438. 

1 List of basic description and coding 

systems? 


should continue to provide the main 
source material but other systems may 
be taken into account as appropriate. 

Customs Nomenclatures 

1. Customs Cooperation Council Nomen¬ 
clature (CCCN). 

2. Tariff Nomenclature for the Latin Amer¬ 
ican Free Trade Association (NABALALC). 

3. Customs Tariff of Canada. 

4. Tariff Schedules of the United States. 

5. Customs Tariff of Japan. 

Statistical Nomenclatures 

6. Standard International Trade Classifi¬ 
cation (SITC, Rev. 2). 

7. Nomenclature of Goods for the External 
Trade Statistics of the (European) Com¬ 
munity and Statistics of Trade Between 
Member States (NIMEXE). 

8. Import Commodity Classification (Can¬ 
ada) . 

9. Export Commodity Classification (Can¬ 
ada). 

10. Schedule B (Export) (United States). 

Transport Nomenclatures 

11. Standard Commodity Nomenclature 
.(NUM) of the Inetrnational Union of Rail¬ 
ways (UIC). 

12. Worldwide Air Cargo Commodity 
Classification (WACCC). 

13. Freight Tariff of the Association of 
West India Trans-Atlantic Steamship Lines 
(WIFT). 

14. Standard Transportation Commodity 
Code (STCC). 

Other Classifications 

15. Standard Foreign Trade Classification 
of the Council for Mutual Economic Assist¬ 
ance (SFTC), which will be taken into ac¬ 
count when its correlation with the BTN has 
been completed. 

* • • • * 

(f) The system should be developed 
under the auspices of the Customs Co¬ 
operation Council but an international/ 
interorganizational body should be main¬ 
tained in existence throughout the de¬ 
velopment period to ensure that the 
needs of all the interests involved are 
fully taken into account and to plan the 
implementation of the harmonized sys¬ 
tem. 

(g) The costs of developing the sys¬ 
tem should, in principle, be a charge on 
the Customs Co-operation Council 
budget. 

The Customs Cooperation Council. 
The Customs Cooperation Council 
(CCC) under which the Harmonized 
System is being developed was estab¬ 
lished by a convention signed in Brussels 
on December 15, 1950. The convention 
entered into force on November 4, 1952, 
and is presently in force with respect to 
79 countries. By its resolution of October 
4, 1968, the Senate gave its advice and 
consent to accession to the convention, 
and it entered into force with respect to 
the United States on November 5, 1970, 
with the deposit of the instrument of 
accession. (Presidential Proclamation of 
Mar. 1, 1971, 22 UST 321, TIAS 7063.) 

The functions of the CCC are stated in 
article III of the convention, as follows: 


Article III« 

The functions of the Council shall be: 

(a) to study all questions relating to co¬ 
operation In customs matters which the Con¬ 
tracting Parties agree to promote In con¬ 
formity with the general purposes of the 
present Convention: 

(b) to examine the technical aspects, as 
well as the economic factors related thereto, 
of customs systems with a view to proposing 
to its Members practical means of attaining 
the highest possible degree of harmony and 
uniformity. 

(c) to prepare draft Conventions and 
amendments to Conventions and to recom¬ 
mend their adoption by interested Govern¬ 
ments: 

(d) to make recommendations to ensure 
the uniform interpretation and application 
of the Conventions concluded as a result of 
its work as well as those concerning the 
Nomenclature for the Classification of Goods 
in Customs Tariffs and the Valuation of 
Goods for Customs Purposes prepared by the 
European Customs Union Study Group and, 
to this end. to perform such functions as may 
be expressly assigned to it in those Conven¬ 
tions in accordance with the provisions 
thereof: 

(e) to make recommendations, in a con¬ 
ciliatory capacity, for the settlement of dis¬ 
putes concerning the interpretation or appli¬ 
cation of the Conventions referred to in para¬ 
graph (d) above in accordance with the 
provisions of those Conventions; the parties 
in dispute may agree in advance to accept 
the recommendations of the Council as bind¬ 
ing: 

(f) to ensure the circulation of informa¬ 
tion regarding customs regulations and pro¬ 
cedures: 

(g) on its own initiative or on request, to 
furnish to interested Governments Informa¬ 
tion or advice on customs matters within the 
general purposes of the present Convention 
and to make recommendations thereon; 

(h) to co-operate with other inter-govern¬ 
mental organisations as regards matters 
within its competence. 

As noted in article IIHd) above, the 
CCC is responsible for the Convention on 
Nomenclature for the Classification of 
Goods in Customs Tariffs (known as the 
Brussels Tariff Nomenclature or BTN 
and now referred to as the Customs Co¬ 
operation Council Nomenclature or 
CCCN) and the Convention on the Valu¬ 
ation of Goods for Customs Purposes/* 7 
These conventions have received wide¬ 
spread international use as the basis for 
the classification and valuation of arti¬ 
cles for customs duty purposes. While a 
specific function of the Council with re¬ 
spect to these conventions is to ensure 
uniformity in their interpretation and 
application, the Council is also em¬ 
powered under article HKc) to prepare 
draft amendments to the conventions 
and to recommend their adoption by in¬ 
terested governments. Under the respec¬ 
tive terms of the nomenclature and val¬ 
uation conventions, a Nomenclature 


M 22 UST 324, 325. 

17 The United States Is not a signatory to 
either the nomenclature or valuation con¬ 
ventions and, therefore, has no vote at the 
CCC with respect to proposed amendments 
or modifications to either of those conven¬ 
tions. 
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Committee and a Valuation Committee 
have been established to make recom¬ 
mendations to the Council for these pur¬ 
poses. 

The Harmonized System and the 
Harmonized System Committee 

The approval by the Customs Coopera¬ 
tion Council of the study group report 
was followed by the establishment of a 
Harmonized System Committee, which 
was charged with the responsibility of 
developing the system. The members of 
the Harmonized System Committee are 
as follows: 

Countries and Grouts of Countries 


Australia 

Canada 

Czechoslovakia 
European Economic 
Community 


France 

India 

Japan 

United Kingdom 
United States 


International Organizations 


Customs Cooperation Council, Nomenclature 
Committee 

Customs Cooperation Council Secretariat 
Economic Commission for Europe 
European Trade Promotion Organizations 
Conference (ETPO) 

General Agreement on TariiTs and Trade 
International Air Transport Association 
International Chamber of Shipping 
International Standard Organization 
International Union of Railways 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
United Nations Statistical Office 

The following countries and organiza¬ 
tions have participated in the meetings 
of the Committee as observers: 


Austria 

Belgium 

Denmark 

Finland 

Grenada Island 

Iran 

Ireland 

Israel 

Italy 

Ivory Coast 
Kenya/Uganda/ 
Tanzania 
Republic of Korea 
Netherlands 
New Zealand 
Nigeria 


Norway 

Republic of South 
Africa 
Spain 
Sweden 
Switzerland 
Tunisia 
West Germany 
Zaire 
FTATA 
ICC 
OECD 

SITPRO (France) 
SITPRO (United 
Kingdom) 
UNCTAD 


Description of the Harmonized System. 
In approving the study group report, the 
Council accepted the recommendation 
that the BTN should constitute the core 
of the system and that the 15 classifica¬ 
tion systems chosen by the study group 
should be taken into account in consider¬ 
ing the product refinement requirements 
of potential users. Thus, the Harmonized 
System will be based on, and in many re¬ 
spects will be an extension of, the BTN. 
It is intended that the system will be 
hierarchical, whereby the four-digit BTN 
headings will be appropriately subdi¬ 
vided into six-digit subheadings (called 
the structured nomenclature). It is en¬ 
visioned that this arrangement will per¬ 
mit sufficient flexibility for the system to 
be used either as it stands, or in abbrevi¬ 
ated form, or as the core of a more de¬ 
tailed commodity classification system. 
In addition, a detailed list of commodity 
descriptions (descriptor list), an alpha¬ 
betical index, and explanatory 7 notes will 
also be developed. 


Developjnent of the System. Currently, 
a technical team working under the aus¬ 
pices of the CCC prepares drafts of the 
various chapter of the Harmonized Sys¬ 
tem for consideration by the Harmonized 
System Committee. These drafts are for¬ 
warded to the members and observers of 
the HSC for their review and the sub¬ 
mission of written comments. The Com¬ 
mittee meets three times a year to con¬ 
sider these drafts and the written com¬ 
ments and presentations of the various 
delegations to the Committee. The re¬ 
view of a particular chapter or group 
of chapters may extend to more than one 
meeting. 

Generally, the consideration of each 
chapter proceeds from a discussion of the 
technical team’s draft. In the course of 
its deliberations the Committee discusses 
the proposed product scope and article 
description of each heading and sub¬ 
heading, considers each submitted com¬ 
ment, and takes decisions by votes of the 
delegations. During the course of the 
Committee’s work, it may decide to pro¬ 
pose modifications to the BTN to accom¬ 
modate the needs of potential users of 
the system. When in working session, the 
Committee has adopted the practice of 
permitting observer delegations to vote. 

After a chapter has been considered by 
the Harmonized System Committee, it is 
referred to the Nomenclature Committee. 
The Nomenclature Committee reviews 
the draft and prepares legal notes 
iheadnotes) and any modifications to the 
draft it deems appropriate. 

The review by the Nomenclature Com¬ 
mittee concludes the initial phase of the 
project and results in the provisional 
adoption of the chapters of the Harmon¬ 
ized System. It is expected, although not 
yet formally decided, that prior to the 
submission of the Harmonized System 
to the CCC for its approval as a draft 
convention or Council recommendation a 
subsequent review of the system will take 
place. 

Progress of work. Appendix A to this 
notice identifies those chapters which 
have been considered thus far by the 
Harmonized System Committee, the 
chapters which are scheduled to be taken 
up during the next three sessions of the 
Harmonized System Committee, and the 
chapters for which a technical team 
draft has been released. 

Copies of the chapters may be obtained 
from the Secretary, U.S. International 
Trade Commission, 701 E St. NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20436. 

Potential Impact of the Harmonized 
System 

Viewed broadly, the overall objective of 
the Harmonized System Committee is to 
develop a reasonably detailed commodity 
classification system which would be 
adaptable for modernized customs tariff 
nomenclature purposes and for record¬ 
ing, handling, and reporting of transac¬ 
tions in international trade. In order to 
implement the system, governments 
would be required to transpose existing 
import and export customs and statistical 
nomenclatures into the format of the 
Harmonized System. Thus, the system, if 


adopted by the United States and other 
countries, would provide the framework 
for the determination of customs duties 
both for articles imported into the 
United States and for articles exported 
to foreign countries. In addition, since 
the system would also serve as a means 
for the collection of comparable inter¬ 
national trade data, the trade data gen¬ 
erated by using the system would affect 
the ability to usefully analyze foreign 
markets for purposes of export expan¬ 
sion. Further, the widespread use cf the 
system for freight purposes could provide 
a useful basis for the determination and 
comparison of freight rates, including 
inbound and outbound rates. 

The Interagency Advisory Committee 

on Customs Cooperation Council 

Matters 

The United States is represented on 
the CCC by an official of the Department 
of the Treasury. At the time of U.S. ac¬ 
cession to the CCC convention, that De¬ 
partment set up the Interagency Ad¬ 
visory Committee on Customs Coopera¬ 
tion Council Matters in order to provide 
a basis for interested Federal agenci-s 
to participate with respect, to CCC mat¬ 
ters/* In order to establish and develop 
U.S. programs and policies with respect 
to the Harmonized System, the inter¬ 
agency committee has instituted proce¬ 
dures which take into account th^ 
congressional mandate set forth in sec¬ 
tion 608(c) (2) of the Trade Act of 1974, 
for the Commission to contribute to the 
U.S. technical input to the Harmonized 
System Committee. Under these proce¬ 
dures the Commission will prepare tech¬ 
nical comments and proposals on the 
various chapters of the Harmonized Sys¬ 
tem for consideration by the interagency 
committee in the determination of U.S. 
positions with respect to the Harmonized 
System. In making proposals, the Com¬ 
mission will seek and take into consid¬ 
eration the views of trade and industry 
and other interested parties and of in¬ 
terested Government agencies. The other 
interested Government agencies may. of 
course, conduct their own review of the 
draft chapters of the Harmonized Sys¬ 
tem and prepare their own comments 
and proposals with respect thereto for 
consideration by the committee. 

Standards and Guidelines for the Con¬ 
duct of the Investigation 

In its report of June 1, 1975, entitled 
Concepts and Principles Which Should 
Underlie the Formulation of an Inter¬ 
national Commodity Code, which was 
published pursuant to section 608(c)(1) 
of the Trade Act of 1974, the Commission 
commented on the principles applicable 
to the development of a code “adaptable 
for modernized tariff nomenclature pur¬ 
poses and for recording, handling, and 
reporting of transactions in national and 
international trade • * V* During the 


** According to its charter the Interagency 
Committee membership includes the De¬ 
partments of the Treasury. State, Transpor¬ 
tation, Commerce, and the U.S. International 
Trade Commission. 
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conduct of this investigation the Com¬ 
mission will endeavor to follow the 
standards and guidelines set forth in the 
June 1 report as reproduced below. 

1. It should be complete. The code 
must comprise a complete system of 
product descriptions or categories cover¬ 
ing all articles of trade. The basic core 
or framework must provide for the ap¬ 
propriate classification of every known 
article, as well as articles yet to be de¬ 
veloped, under either specific or general 
categories. 

2. It should be systematic. The overall 
organization of the code is of critical 
concern since poor organization can 
make it unnecessarily complex and can 
unduly obstruct the use of the system. To 
the extent practicable, the various prod¬ 
uct categories should be systematically 
arranged in logical sequence and each 
individual product categc*ry identified 
with its own distinctive number. The or¬ 
ganization and the numbering system 
should be as simple as possible. The use 
of a nonconsecutive numbering system 
should also be employed to permit new 
product classes to be inserted into the 
system in logical sequence and to avoid 
undue constriction in the number of pos¬ 
sible provisions. A detailed alphabetical 
index and explanatory materials should 
also be provided. 

3. It should constitute an enforceable 
legal document. It follows that the core 
or framework of the code must be or¬ 
ganized and formulated as an enforce¬ 
able legal document capable of adapta¬ 
tion to reflect import and export re¬ 
strictions and controls and suitable for 
legislative enactment, administration by 
customs and transport officers, and judi¬ 
cial review. 

4. It should consist of mutually exclu¬ 
sive provisions which are clearly stated. 
Each product should be provided for 
in the system in one, and only one, 
provision. Duplicative and overlapping 
product categories, although sometimes 
unavoidable, greatly complicate inter¬ 
pretation and should be kept to a neces¬ 
sary minimum and. then, with their 
classification priorities clearly expressed. 
In addition, the wording of the product 
categories and _of the system or organi¬ 
zational framework within which they 
are set should be plain, clear, and un¬ 
ambiguous so as to insure the prompt 
classification of merchandise with rea¬ 
sonable certainty and rredictabilitv. 

5. It should be capable of uniform ap¬ 
plication. The adoption of the code by a 
number of nations and organizations 
would render it a document of significant 
commercial importance. It is important 
therefore that it be capable of uniform 
application. To the extent practicable, 
articles should be properly classifiable 
within the system by reference to their 
intrinsic characteristics, without reliance 
upon extrinsic factors such as subsequent 
or intended use or the process of manu¬ 
facture. In addition, the system should 
avoid the use of rules of interpretation 
which are not susceptible of uniform ap¬ 
plication and which thereby cannot yield 
uniformity of result. 


6. It should conform to the realities 
of trade . The product distinctions ex¬ 
plicitly or implicitly recognized in the 
system and the product definitions con¬ 
tained therein should be compatible with 
and reflect accepted international trade 
practices of product differentiation. 

It is important in this respect to note 
that the objective of a single nomencla¬ 
ture for trade and transport purposes is a 
means to an end and not an end in itself. 
Its primary purpose is to improve the 
procedures for processing commercial 
transactions and to promote the collec¬ 
tion of comparable trade information. 
These objectives cannot be realized solely 
from the universal use of the same sys¬ 
tem, for comparable but meaningless 
data are as useless as incomparable data. 
For this reason it is imperative that the 
code be developed as a modem system, 
reflective of existing and anticipated 
concepts of trade practice and responsive 
to sound principles of product definition 
and identification. 

7. It should be simplified. Care should 
be taken not to complicate future ad¬ 
ministration or use by the promulgation 
of provisions which render the system 
unduly complex. In seeking the develop¬ 
ment of a complete system, considera¬ 
tion should be given to the ease with 
which classification decisions can be 
made. 

8. It should be adaptable for individual 
uses. It is recognized that the needs to 
which the code are to respond differ de¬ 
pending upon (1) the specific purposes 
for which the system is to applied, and 
(2) the requirements of the individual 
user. The code should, therefore, be 
adaptable to meet the individual require¬ 
ments of potential users. 

Solicitation of Views and Preparation 
of Draft Proposals 

From time to time as the work on the 
Harmonized System progresses, the 
Commission will issue further notices, 
including notices of public hearings. 

As stated previously, during the course 
of this investigation the Commission will 
prepare technical comments and pro¬ 
posals on the Harmonized System for 
consideration by the Interagency Advi¬ 
sory Committee on Customs Cooperation 
Council Matters in the determination 
of U.S. positions with respect to the 
Harmonized System. For this purpose. It 
Is expected that there will be numerous 
consultations and discussions with inter¬ 
ested parties. Thus, interested parties are 
invited both to comment on the various 
chapters of the Harmonized System and 
to notify the Commission of their interest 
with respect to its development. 

By order of the Commission: 

Issued: May 4,1976. 

Tseal] Kenneth R. Mason, 

Secretary. 

Appendix A 

The following chapters have been consid¬ 
ered by the Harmonized System Committee. 

Chapter 3, fish, crustaceans, and moll us ks. 

Chapter 7, edible vegetables and certain 


roots and tubers. 

Chapter 9. coffee, tea, mate, and spices. 

Chapter 10, cereals. 

Chapter 11, products of the milling In¬ 
dustry; malt and starches; gluten; lnulln. 

Chapter 25. salt; sulfur; earths and stone; 
plastering materials; lime and cement. 

Chapter 26. metallic ores, slag, and ash. 

Chapter 28, inorganic chemicals; organic 
and inorganic compounds of precious metals, 
of rare-earth m:tals. of radioactive elements, 
and of Isotopes. 

Chapter 23. organic chemicals. 

Chapter 47. papermaking material. 

Chapter 49. printed books, newspapers, pic¬ 
tures, and other products of the printing 
industry; manuscripts, typescripts, and 
plans. 

Chapter 05. headgear and parts thereof. 

Chapter 60. umbrellas, sunshades, walking- 
sticks. whips, riding crops, and parts thereof. 

Chapter 67, prepared feathers and down 
and articles made of feathers or of down; 
artificial flowers; articles of human hair; 
fans. 

Chapter 68. articles of stone, of plastic, of 
cement, of asbestos, of mica, and of similar 
materials. 

Chapters 71-72, pearls, precious and semi¬ 
precious 8tones, pree'ous metals, rolled pre¬ 
cious metals, and articles thereof; imitation 
Jewelry; coin. 

Chapter 71, copper and articles thereof. 

Chapter 76, nickel and articles thereof. 

Chapter 70, alumlmim and articles thereof. 

Chapter 77. magnesium and articles there¬ 
of. 

Chapter 78. lead and articles thereof. 

Chapter 79, zinc and articles thereof. 

Chapter 80, tin and articles thereof. 

Chapter 81. other base metals employed in 
metallurgy and articles thereof. 

The following chapters are on the agenda 
for the June 1976 meeting of the Committee. 

Chapter 48, paper and paperboard; articles 
of paper pulo, of paper, or of paperboard. 

Chapter 82, tools. Implements, cutlery, 
spoors., and forks, of base metal; parts 
thereof. 

Chapter 84, boilers, machinery, and me¬ 
chanical appliance?; parts thereof (pt. I). 

The following chapters are on the agenda 
for the September 1976 meeting of the Com¬ 
mittee. 

Chapter 64. footwear, gaiters, and the like; 
parts of such articles. 

Chapter 69, ceramic products; 

Chapter 70, glass and glassware. 

Chapter 84. boilers, machinery, and me¬ 
chanical appliances; parts thereof (pts. 2 
and 3). 

The followlrg chapters are on the agenda 
for the February 1977 meeting of the Com¬ 
mittee. 

Chapter 85. electrical machinery and equip¬ 
ment; parts thereof. 

Chapter 90, optical, photographic, cine¬ 
matographic, measuring, checking, precision, 
medical, and surgical Instruments and ap¬ 
paratus; parts thereof. 

The following chapters have been dis¬ 
tributed by the technical team but have not 
yet been placed on the agenda of the 
Committee. 

Chapter 1. live animals. 

Chapter 2. meat and edible meat offals. 

Chapter 4, dairy products; bird's eggs; nat¬ 
ural honey; edible products of animal origin, 

not elsewhere specified or Included. 

Chapter 5, products of animal origin, ftot 
elsewhere specified or Included. 

Chapter 6, live trees and other plants; 
bulbs, roots, and the like; cut flowers and 
ornamental foliage. 

Chapter 8, edible fruit and nuts; peel of 
melons or citrus fruit. 
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Chapter 13, raw vegetable materials of a 
kind suitable for use In dyeing or In tan¬ 
ning; lacs; gums, re3ins, and other vege¬ 
table saps and extracts. 

Chapter 14, vegetable plaiting and carving 
materials; vegetable products not elsewhere 
specified or included. 

Chapter 17. sugars and sugar confectionery. 

Chapter 21. miscellaneous edible prepara¬ 
tions. 

Chapter 22, beverages, spirits, and vinegar. 

Chapter 30. pharmaceutical products. 

Chapter 33. essential oils and reslnoids; 
perfumery, cosmetics, and toilet prepara¬ 
tions. 

Chapter 34. soap, organic surface-active 
agents, washing preparations, lubricating 
preparations, artificial waxes, prepared 
waxes, polishing and scouring preparations, 
candles and similar articles, modeling pastes, 
and “dental waxes/’ 

Chapter 44. wood and articles of wood; 
wood charcoal. 

Chapter 45. cork and articles of cork. 

Chapter 46. manufacturers of straw, of 
esparto, and of other plaiting materials; 
basketware and wickerwork. 

Chapter 51, manmade fibers (continuous). 

Chapter 83, miscellaneous articles of base 
metal. 

Chapter 86, railway and tramway locomo¬ 
tives. rolling stock, and parts thereof; rail¬ 
way and tramway track fixtures and fittings; 
traffic-signaling equipment of all kinds (not 
electrically powered). 

Chapter 96, articles and manufactures of 
carving or molding material. 

Chapter 96, brooms, brushes, feather dust¬ 
ers. powder puffs, and sieves. 

Appendix B 

Abbreviations Frequently Used to Indicate 

Organizations, Conventions, and Nomen¬ 
clatures 

BDV—Brussels Definition of Value (as ex¬ 
pressed in the Convention on the Valuation 
of Goods for Customs Purposes). 

BTN—Brussels Tariff Nomenclature (now 
referred to as the Customs Corporation Coun¬ 
cil Nomenclature or CCCN). 

CCC—Customs Cooperation Council. 

CCCN—Customs Cooperation Council No¬ 
menclature (formerly the Brussels Tariff 
Nomenclature or BTN), 

ECE—Economic Commission for Europe. 

ETPO—European Trade Promotion Orga¬ 
nizations Conference. 

FAO—Food and Agriculture Organization 
of the United Nations. 

FI AT A—International Federation of For¬ 
warding Agents’ Associations. 

GATT—General Agreement on Tariffs and 
Trade. 

HSC—Harmonized System Committee. 

IATA—International Air Transport Asso¬ 
ciation. 

ICC—International Chamber of Commerce. 

ICHCA—International Cargo - Handling 
Coordination Association. 

ICS—International Chamber of Shipping. 

IRU—International Road Transport Union. 

ISO—International Organization for 
Standardization. 

NABALALC—Tariff Nomenclature for the 
Latin American Free Trade Association. 

NATO—North Atlantic Treaty Organiza¬ 
tion. 

NCITD—National Committee on Interna¬ 
tional Trade Documentation. 

NIMEXE—Nomenclature of Goods for the 
External Trade Statistics of the (European) 
Community and Statistics of Trade Between 
Member States. 

NUM—Standard Commodity Nomenclature 
of the International Union of Railways. 

OECD—Organization for Economic Coop¬ 
eration and Development. 


SFTC—Standard Foreign Trade Classifica¬ 
tion of the Council for Mutual Economic 
Assistance, 

SITC—Standard International Trade Clas¬ 
sification. 

SITPRO (France)—Simplification of In¬ 
ternational Trade Procedures Board. 

SITPRO (United Kingdom)—Simplifica¬ 
tion of International Trade Procedures 
Board. 

STCC—Standard Transportation Commod¬ 
ity Code. 

TDCC—Transportation Data Coordinating 
Committee. 

UIC—International Union of Railways. 

UNCTAD—United Nations Conference on 
Trade and Development. 

UNSO—United Nations Statistical Office. 

WACCC—Worldwide Air Cargo Commodity 
Classification. 

WIFT—Freight Tariff of the Association of 
W est India Trans-Atlantic Steamship Lines. 

WTCA—World Trade Centers Association. 

(FR Doc.76-13366 Filed 5-5-76; 8;45 am] 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 

(Notice 76-38] 

RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 
ADVISORY COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Informal Subpanels of the NASA Re¬ 
search and Technology Advisory Council 
will meet on May 24-28, 1976. at NASA 
Headquarters, Washington, DC. The 
meetings will be held in Federal Office 
Building 10B, 600 Independence Avenue, 
SW, on the dates and in the rooms as 
shown in the list given later. Members 
of the public will be admitted on a first- 
come, first-served basis, up to the seat¬ 
ing capacities of the rooms, which are: 
Room 625—30 persons; Room 647N—15 
persons; Room 521J—30 persons. All vis¬ 
itors must sign in prior to attending the 
meeting. 

The informal Subpanels on Aeronau¬ 
tics and Space Technology of the Re¬ 
search and Technology Advisory Council 
serve in an advisory capacity only. The 
Chairman of the Council is Dr. Ronald 
Smelt. 

The following list sets forth the sched¬ 
ule for the meetings of the Subpanels. 


Date Technology subpanel Room 


May 24 .Multipurpose space power platforms.. 647N 

Helicopters. ..r>2IJ 

May 25 lilobalservice systems..625 

Vertical takeoff and landing (VTOL).. 52U 

May 26 Spacoindustrialization...625 

Supersonic cruise.521J 

May 27 Short haul—reduoed/short takeoff 647N 
and landing. 

Advanced space transportation sys- 625 
tern. 

Search for extraterrestrial Intelligence 521J 
(SETI). 

Muy 28 Exploration of the solar system.625 


Each Subpanel meeting will be one day 
in length. The agenda for each Subpanel 
meeting will be the same (except for 
subject matter) and is set forth below; 


Time Topic 

9 a.m- Executive Secretary’s Re¬ 


marks. (Purpose: To fa¬ 
miliarize the Subpanel par¬ 
ticipants with the scope of 
the Subpanel technology 
area and Its Interaction 
with other Subpanel activi¬ 
ties.) 


Topic 

Description of 6ubpauel 
Technology Program, Ac¬ 
tivities and Plans. (Pur¬ 
pose; To describe the on¬ 
going NASA technology ac¬ 
tivities, discuss the result* 
of efforts to Identify the 
potential benefits result¬ 
ing from the technology 
program and to Identify 
and discuss possible future 
directions and „ thrusts 
which should/could be pur¬ 
sued.) 

NASA/Subpanel Discussion of 
Subpanel Technology Pro¬ 
gram. (Purpose: To discuss 
the status and plans of the 
NASA program with NASA 
personnel and obtain more 
detailed Information from 
NASA personnel for Sub¬ 
panel consideration where 
required.) 

Subpanel Discussion. (Pur¬ 
pose: To evaluate the on¬ 
going. planned and proposed 
NASA program In terms of 
national need, potential 
benefits and technical rea¬ 
sonableness. ) 

Chairman’s Report. (Purpose: 
To present the consensus 
views and recommendations 
of the Subpanel in the tech¬ 
nology area reviewed by the 
Subpanel.) 

For further information, please con¬ 
tact the Research and Technology Ad¬ 
visory Council Executive Secretary, Mr. 
C. Robert Nysmith, Area Code 202, 755- 
8550. 

Dated: April 30,1976. 

William W. Snavely. 
Assistant Administrator lor 
DOD and Interagency Affairs, 
National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration. 

[FR Doc.76-13124 Filed 5-5-7G;8:45 am] 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE 
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES 
VISUAL ARTS PROGRAM 

Guidelines for Fellowship Grants; Fiscal 
Year 1977 

The following are guidelines for Fel¬ 
lowship Grants made under the Visual 
Arts Program of the National Endow¬ 
ment for the Arts, an independent agency 
of the Federal government which makes 
grants to organizations and individuals 
concerned with the arts throughout the 
United States. 

The Visual Arts Program Application 
Deadlines and Grant Calendar Is in¬ 
cluded. Interested persons should con¬ 
tact Brian O’Doherty, Director. Visual 
Arts Program, National Endowment for 
the Arts, Mail Stop 501, Washington. D.C. 
20506 (202) 634-1566, for further in¬ 
formation and application forms. 

Signed at Washington. D.C. on 29 April 
1976. 

Robert M. Sims, 

Administrative Officer , National 
Endowment for the Arts, Na¬ 
tional Foundation on the Arts 
and the Humanities. 


Time 
9:30 a.m._ 


1:15 p.m_ 


2:30 p.m_ 


4 p.m_ 
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Application deadline and grant calendar 


Grant category 


Deadlines 


Announcement Do not plan to 
of rejection or start before this 
grant award date 


Crafts exhibition aid...... 

Crafts workshops.... 

Craftsmen's apprenticeships..... 

Art critics’ fellowships.. — 

Artists' fellowships-- — 

(’raftsmen’s fellowships...... 

Photographers' fellowships- — 

Printmakors’ fellowships..—.. 

Photography exhibition aid.. 

Photography publications...... 

Photography surveys..... 

Works of art in public places, category I and category II. 

Workshopetaltcrnative spaces.... 

Services to the Field.-... 

:irts in the per forming arts. 

Artists critics, photographers and craftsmen in residence. 


... Oct 1.1970 April 1977_June 1977. 

...Oct 1.1976 April 1977.Juno 1977. 

...Oct, 1,1976 June 1977.July 1977. 

... May 10,1976 December 1976.. February 1977. 

... Oct. 15,1976 August 1977.September 1977. 

... Dec. 20.1976 July 1977.Angnst 1977. 

...May 10,1976 December 1976.. February 1977. 

...July 1,1976 March 1977.May 1977. 

..Jan. 15,1977 June 1977.July 1977. 

...Jan. 15,1977 June 1977.July 1977. 

...Jon. 15,1977 June 1977.July 1977. 

..Sopt. 1, 1970 April 1977.June 1977. 

...Oct. 1,1976 April 1977.June 1977. 

Dec. 1,1970 June 1977. July 1977. 

... Jan. 1,1977 June 1977.July 1077. 

.. Applications arr accepted and reviewed through¬ 
out the year. 


The National Endowment for the Arts 
Is an independent agency of the Federal 
Government created in 1965 to encourage 
and assist the nation's cultural resources. 
The Endowment is advised by the 26 
Presidentially-appointed members of the 
National Council on the Arts. 

The Visual Arts Program is one of 
twelve major Program areas. Informa¬ 
tion about the Endowment and its other 
Programs is contained in the Endow¬ 
ment's Guide to Programs which is avail¬ 
able from the Program Information 
Office, National Endowment for the Arts, 
Washington, D.C. 20506. Visual Arts ap¬ 
plicants may be especially interested in 
the Expansion Arts. Education, Museum. 
Special Projects and Public Media Pro¬ 
grams. 

Notification. In compliance with the 
Privacy Act of 1974, we wish to furnish 
you with the following information: 

Section (5) of the National Founda¬ 
tion on the Arts and the Humanities Act 
of 1965. as amended (20 U.S.C. 954) au¬ 
thorizes the Endowment to solicit the re¬ 
quested information. This information is 
needed to process your grant application 
and for statistical research and analysis 
of trends. The routine uses for which this 
information can be used and the pur¬ 
poses of such use are general administra¬ 
tion of grant review process, statistical 
research, congressional oversight and 
analysis of trends. 

Failure to provide the requested in¬ 
formation could result in rejection of 
your application due to lack of sufficient 
facts for determining either your eligibil¬ 
ity for a grant or the amount which 
should be awarded. 

Visual Arts Program 

I ntroduction. These guidelines are pro¬ 
vided to assist individuals and organiza¬ 
tions applying to the Visual Arts Pro¬ 
gram and to provide the information 
needed by advisory panels to assist them 
in making their recommendations to the 
National Council on the Arts and its 
Chairman. 

Applicants should follow these guide¬ 
lines closely and should note that panels 
will not consider incomplete applica¬ 
tions. 

The Visual Arts Program provides as¬ 
sistance: 

Through fellowships to painters, 
sculptors, photographers, craftsmen, 
video artists, printmakers and critics; 


For the commissioning and purchase 
of works of art in public places; 

To workshops and alternative exhibi¬ 
tion spaces; 

For organizing photography or crafts 
exhibitions in museums and other insti¬ 
tutions, and publishing accompanying 
catalogues; 

For photography surveys and publica¬ 
tions; 

For services to the field; 

For short term residencies by artists, 
critics, photographers and craftsmen in 
educational and cultural institutions, 
and other appropriate situations; 

To craftsmen for the hiring of ap¬ 
prentices; 

To performing arts groups for the de¬ 
sign of posters, sets, and costumes by 
artists. 

Inquiries concerning visual arts proj¬ 
ects which do not fall within the guide¬ 
lines should be directed either by letter 
or telephone (202-634-1566) to the Vis¬ 
ual Arts Program, National Endowment 
for the Arts, Washington, D.C. 20506. 

Resolution on Accessibility to the Arts 
for the Handicapped. One of the main 
goals of the National Endowment for the 
Arts is to assist in making the arts avail¬ 
able to all Americans. The arts are a 
right, not a privilege. They are central 
to what our society is and what it can be. 
The National Council on the Arts be¬ 
lieves very strongly that no citizen should 
be deprived of the beauty and the in¬ 
sights into the human experience that 
only the arts can impart. 

The National Council on the Arts be¬ 
lieves that cultural institutions and indi¬ 
vidual artists could make a significant 
contribution to the lives of citizens who 
are physically handicapped. It therefore 
urges the National Endowment for the 
Arts to take a leadership role in advocat¬ 
ing special provision for the handicapped 
in cultural facilities and programs. 

The Council notes that the Congress 
of the United States passed in 1968 (P.L. 
90-480) legislation that would require 
all public buildings constructed, leased 
or financed in whole or in part by the 
Federal Government to be accessible 
to handicapped persons. The Council 
strongly endorses the intent of this legis¬ 
lation and urges private interests and 
government at the state and local levels 
to take the intent of this legislation into 
account when building or renovating 
cultural facilities. 


The Council further requests that the 
National Endowment for the Arts and 
all of the program areas within the En¬ 
dowment be mindful of the intent and 
purposes of this legislation as they for¬ 
mulate their own guidelines and as they 
review proposals from the field. The 
Council urges the Endowment to give 
consideration to all the ways in which 
the agency can further promote and im¬ 
plement the goal of making cultural 
facilities and activities accessible to 
Americans who are physically handi¬ 
capped. 

Artists’ Fellowships 

To enable artists to set aside time 
and/or purchase materials and generally 
to advance their careers as they see fit. 

Eligibility. Painters, sculptors, con¬ 
ceptual artists. performance and video 
artists working within a visual arts con¬ 
text. of exceptional talent, of any age or 
aesthetic persuasion. (Students are not 
elMHe.) 

Fellowship Amounts. $10,000, $5,000. 
and $2,000. Artists may request one of 
the three fellowship amounts, or they 
mav leave this matter to the discretion 
of the advisory panel. (Artists m«y re¬ 
ceive a fellowship in an amount different 
from the one requited ) Generally the 
amount of the feFowshiP is associated 
with the stage of the artist’s career. 

Deadline and Announcement Date. 
Applications for Fi^eal Year 1977 must 
be postmarked no later than October 15, 
1976. Notices of approval or relection 
will not be sent before Angust 1977. Your 
work under this grant should not have a 
beginning date before September 1977 
and generally should be carried out dur¬ 
ing the succeeding twelve months. 

How to Anpiy. Please review the in¬ 
structions given on page 35 and com¬ 
plete the forms entitled Individual Fel¬ 
lowship Grant Application NEA-2(Rev.). 
In addition please complete the white 
card and return it with your application. 

Not more that seven slides of your 
work should be submitted. Please read 
page 35 for detailed instructions con¬ 
cerning slide submission. Recent work 
should be emphasized. When surface Is 
an Important concern, a close-up view 
should accompany a slide of the com¬ 
plete work. Applicants mav supplement 
their application if they wish with not 
more than two catalogues of recent ex¬ 
hibitions and 'or more than three reviews 
of recent work. 

Slides and other documentation will 
not be returned. 

Conceptual and performance work 
should be appropriately documented. 
Video artists should send at least one 
videotape of their work (only half-inch 
and three-nuarter-inch tapes will be re¬ 
viewed). Video tanes will be returned, 
(While every effort will be made to in¬ 
sure safe handling of video tapes, the 
Endowment will not be responsible for 
any loss or damage.) 

Applications which are not accom¬ 
panied by slides or appropriate docu¬ 
mentation are considered Incomplete 
and will not be reviewed. 
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While fellowships are not made for 
specific projects, but to buy time and/or 
materials, you may indicate to the panel 
specific plans or projects on a single 
( 8*/ 2 x 11 ") sheet attached to your 
application. 

Printmakers’ Fellowships 

To enable printmakers to set aside time 
and/or purchase materials and, gen¬ 
erally to advance their careers as they 
see fit. 

Eligibility . Printmakers of exceptional 
talent of any age or aesthetic persuasion. 
(Students are not eligible.) 

Fellowship Amount. $5,000. 

Deadline and Announcement Date. 
Applications for Fiscal Year 1977 must 
be postmarked no later than July 1.1976. 
Notices of approval or rejection will not 
be sent before March 1977. Your work 
under this .grant should not have a 
beginning date before May 1977 and gen¬ 
erally should be carried out during the 
succeeding twelve months. 

How to Apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions given on page 35 and complete 
the forms entitled Individual Fellowship 
Grant Application NEA-2(Rev.). In 
addition, please complete the white card 
and return it with your application. 

Not more than seven slides of your 
work should be submitted. Please read 
page 35 for detailed instructions con¬ 
cerning slide submission. Applicants may 
supplement their applications, if they 
wish, with not more than two catalogs 
of recent exhibitions and/or not more 
than three reviews of recent work. 

Slides and other documentation will 
not be returned. 

While grants are not made for specific 
projects but to buy time and/or mate¬ 
rials. you may indicate to the panel 
specific plans or projects on a single 
( 8*2 x 11 ") sheet attached to your 
application. 

Workshops/Alternative Spaces 

Tiie aim of this program is to support 
workshops and alternative spaces. The 
program is designed to encourage artists 
to devise modes of working together and 
to test new ideas. 

Eligibility. For the purposes of this 
program, a “workshop’' is defined as a 
place with facilities where a group of 
artists who share common aesthetic and 
technical interests come together for the 
purpose of making works of art in a sit¬ 
uation in which they derive stimulation 
from each other's presence and ideas. 

An “alternative space” is a place, often 
initiated and maintained by artists, 
where work that would not usually be 
seen in commercial galleries or museums 
is exhibited for the benefit of artists and 
their public. 

(1) Workshops and alternative spaces 
may be independent or attached to mu¬ 
seums. universities and art schools. In 
the case of the last two, while students 
may benefit, the emphasis must be on 
work by practicing professional artists. 

(2) Generally, workshops and alterna¬ 
tive spaces must have been in existence 
for at least one year. 


(3) Both workshops and alternative 
spaces are for the benefit of practicing 
professional artists. Amateur or audit 
education groups are not eligible. 

(4) Workshops/Alternative Spaces 
Program applicants or their sponsoring 
organizations must be tax exempt, and 
are required to submit a copy of .their 
Internal Revenue Service tax exemption 
status letter with the application. 

Grant Amounts. Grants w T ill usually 
not exceed $15,000 and will be made on 
a matching basis. (Total project at least 
$30,000. > 

Deadline and Announcement Date. Ap¬ 
plications for Fiscal Year 1977 must be 
postmarked no later than October 1,1976. 
Notices of approval or rejection will not 
be.sent before April 1977. Your proposed 
activity should not have a beginning date 
before May 1977 and generally should 
be carried out during the succeeding 
twelve months. 

How to Apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions on page 46 and complete the 
forms entitled Project Grant Application 
NEA-3. (Rev.). In addition please com¬ 
plete the white card and return it with 
your application. 

Your application will not be considered 
by the panel unless biographies of the 
artists involved in the workhop and 5 
slides of each artist’s work are included. 

(Please read page 46 for detailed in¬ 
structions concerning slide submissions.) 
Slides will not be returned. 

Photographers’ Fellowships 

In enable photographers to set aside 
time and/or purchase materials and gen¬ 
erally to advance their careers as they 
see fit. 

Eligibility. Still photographers of ex¬ 
ceptional talent of any age or aesthetic 
persuasion. (Students are not eligible.) 

Fellou)ship Amount. $7,500. 

Deadline and Announcement Date. Ap¬ 
plications for Fiscal Year 1977 must be 
postmarked no later than May 10, 1976. 
Notices of approval or rejection will not 
be sent before October 1976 (Visual ma¬ 
terials submitted with applications will 
not be returned before October 1976.). 
Work under this grant should not have 
a beginning date before November 1976 
and generally should be carried out dur¬ 
ing the succeeding twelve months. 

How to Apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions given on page 35 and complete 
the forms entitled Individual Fellowship 
Grant Application NEA-2 (Rev.). In ad¬ 
dition, please complete the white card 
and return it with your application. 

Up to ten photographs and/or slides 
should be submitted with your applica¬ 
tion. and will be returned. Recent work 
should be emphasized. (Please read page 
35 for detailed instructions concerning 
slide submission.) 

While every effort will be made to in¬ 
sure safe handling of portfolios, the En¬ 
dowment will not be responsible for any 
loss or damage. We urge you to exercise 
extreme care in packaging and labelling 
all materials sent through the mail. Your 
name and address should appear on the 
back of each photograph submitted. In 


all cases, please avoid using crates or ex¬ 
cessively large boxes for mailing port¬ 
folios. Framed photographs will not be 
accepted. 

Applications which are not accompa¬ 
nied by photographs or slides are incom¬ 
plete and will not be reviewed. 

Applicants may supplement their ap¬ 
plications, if they wish, with not more 
than two catalogues of recent exhibitions 
and/or not more than three reviews of 
recent work. 

While fellowships are not made for 
specific projects but to buy time and/or 
materials, you may indicate to the panel 
specific plans or projects on a single 
< 8 */ 2 " x 11 ") sheet attached to your 
application. 

Photography Exhibition Aid 

The aim of tills program is to bring 
photography exhibitions of contempo¬ 
rary and/or historical significance to the 
public in a variety of appropriate situa¬ 
tions. 

Eligibility. Universities, museums, state 
historical organizatons, state arts agen¬ 
cies. community centers, libraries, prisons 
and smaller nonprofit photography 
organizations. 

Grant Amounts. Matching grants will 
normally not exceed $15,000 for major 
exhibitions and $7,500 for other projects. 

Deadline and Announcement Date. 
Applications for Fiscal Year 1977 must 
be postmarked no later than January 15. 
1977. Notices of approval or rejection 
will not be sent before June 1977. Your 
proposed activity should not have a be¬ 
ginning date before July 1977 and gen¬ 
erally should be carried out during the 
succeeding twelve months. 

How to Apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions on page 46 and complete the 
forms entitled Project Grant Applica¬ 
tion NEA-3 (Rev.). In addition please 
complete the white card and return it 
with the application. 

More formal situations, such as mu¬ 
seums and universities, should supply 
budgets of previous exhibitions as a 
guideline to funding. All applicants 
should indicate the number of photo¬ 
graphs to be exhibited: whether the 
exhibition will be circulated to other 
institutions; and the professional quali¬ 
fications of those responsible for organ¬ 
izing the exhibition. 

Applications for exhibitions which will 
present the w r ork of anonymous or un¬ 
known artists of historical significance, 
or little-known contemporary photogra¬ 
phers, should be accompanied by five to 
ten slides or copy prints, which will be 
returned. 

Since catalogues provide a valuable 
photographic record, are works of art in 
themselves, and often contain essays of 
importance, special consideration will be 
given to funding catalogues of lasting 
value to the field. A breakdown of the 
catalogue budget should be submitted 
with the application. Also include: size, 
number of pages, number of reproduc¬ 
tions, number to be printed, and an in¬ 
dication of proposed text. Where avail¬ 
able, samples of previously published 
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catalogues should be included. Expected 
income from sale of the catalogue should 
also be Indicated. 

Smaller nonprofit organizations are 
mentioned above. Special consideration 
will be given to such organizations at¬ 
tempting to advance the public's knowl¬ 
edge and awareness of outstanding 
contemporary photography. 

Photography Publications 

The aim of this program is to assist 
in the publication of outstanding works 
of historical and/or contemporary sig¬ 
nificance in the field of photography, and 
to provide an appropriate context for 
the reproduction of photographs, for the 
publication of research, criticism and 
essays on photography, and for docu¬ 
mentation of the work of little-known 
photographers of potential historical 
significance. 

The Photography Publications Pro¬ 
gram is not intended to support periodi¬ 
cals, research projects or technical 
investigations. However, completed re¬ 
search and the results of technical in¬ 
vestigations, ready for publication, will 
be eligible. 

Note: Requests for support for exhi¬ 
bition catalogues are considered under 
the Photography Exhibition Aid Program 
on page 11. 

Eligibility. Nonprofit publishing orga¬ 
nizations, museums, educational institu¬ 
tions, university presses, historical ar¬ 
chives and other tax-exempt organiza¬ 
tions. This program is not open to ap¬ 
plications from individuals. 

Grant Amounts. Matching grants of 
up to $20,000 will be awarded. 

Deadline and Announcement Date. 
Applications for Fiscal Year 1977 must 
be postmarked no later than January 15, 
1977. Notices of approval or rejection 
will not be sent prior to June 1977. Your 
proposed activity should not have a be¬ 
ginning date before July 1977, and gen¬ 
erally should be carried out during the 
succeeding twelve months. 

How to Apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions on page 46 and complete the 
forms entitled Project Grant Application 
NEA-3 (Rev.). In addition, please com¬ 
plete the white card and return it with 
your application. 

A breakdown of the publication budget 
and specifications should be submitted 
with the application and should include: 
physical dimensions, number of pages, 
number to be printed, anticipated in¬ 
come from sales of the publication, con¬ 
tent (number of reproductions and 
description of text), and professional 
qualifications of those responsible for de¬ 
veloping the publication. When available, 
examples of previously completed pub¬ 
lications should also accompany the 
application. 

The application should indicate the 
methods by which the proposed publi¬ 
cation will reach its intended audience. 

Final Reports. Fifteen copies of the 
final publication must be sent to the 
National Endowment for the Arts as part 
of the final report. 


Photography Surveys 

The aims of this program are: 

To encourage and assist in the crea¬ 
tion of state and regional photography 
surveys; 

To bring resulting bodies of work 
before the public in the form of exhibi¬ 
tions and/or publications; 

To preserve resulting visual records in 
appropriate institutions. 

Survey projects will be considered 
which: 

(1) Commission photographers to doc¬ 
ument aspects of contemporary life and 
culture in a state or region; 

(2) Are designed to reveal, through 
existing photographs, aspects of the his¬ 
tory of a state or region; 

(3) Combine newly commissioned, con¬ 
temporary and historical photographs in 
one project. 

Eligibility. Matching grants will be 
awarded to nonprofit, tax-exempt educa¬ 
tional institutions, museums, historical 
organizations, archives, libraries, state 
arts agencies and other state as well as 
local government agencies capable of sat¬ 
isfying the archival goals of this pro¬ 
gram. 

Photographers wishing to collaborate 
on a project may apply through a non¬ 
profit, tax-exempt organization willing 
to undertake sponsorship of the project. 

Grant Ajnounts. Matching grants of up 
to $25,000 will be awarded for photogra¬ 
phers’ time, travel and materials during 
the period in which the survey is being 
undertaken; for research expenses; and 
for exhibition and/or publication costs. 

Deadline and Announcement Date. Ap¬ 
plications for Fiscal Year 1977 must be 
postmarked no later than January 15, 
1977. Notices of approval or rejection will 
not be sent before June 1977. Your pro¬ 
posed activity should not have a begin¬ 
ning date before July 1977 and generally 
should be carried out during the succeed¬ 
ing twelve months. 

How to Apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions on page 46 and complete the 
forms entitled Project Grant Application 
NEA-3 (Rev.). In addition, please com¬ 
plete the white card and return it with 
your application. 

Applicants should submit a project 
summary which adequately describes the 
purpose and scope of the survey project, 
including the methods by which com¬ 
pleted surveys will be brought before the 
public, i.e.. publications, or exhibitions 
and their accompanying catalogues. In 
addition, applicants should indicate the 
institution on the state or local level in 
which the completed survey will be pre¬ 
served and kept available for public use. 
If more space is needed than is provided 
on the application form, please include 
not more than one (8y 2 x 11") sheet for 
these purposes. 

Applications for projects that will in¬ 
volve commissioning new photographs or 
will make use of existing work by con¬ 
temporary photographers should include 
include 5-10 samples of the work of each 
photographer. Applications for surveys of 
an historical nature should be accom¬ 
panied by 10-20 slides or copy prints from 


the collections under study. All submitted 
work will be returned. An outline of the 
qualifications of all professionals to be 
involved in the project, such as photog¬ 
raphers, curators and historians, should 
be submitted with the application. 

Note; No photographs should be re¬ 
leased for publication until after the 
project of which they are a part is com¬ 
pleted. 

Final Reports. Twenty-five copies of all 
catalogues or publications resulting from 
survey projects should be sent to the 
National Endowment for the Arts as one 
portion of the final report. 

When photographers are commissioned 
to produce new work, one original copy of 
the final edited survey should be submit¬ 
ted with the final report, and should also 
be submitted to the institution on the 
state or local level responsible for pre¬ 
serving the completed survey. In addi¬ 
tion, if the survey project involves al¬ 
ready existing contemporary or historical 
photographs, copy prints of this material, 
when available, should also be submit¬ 
ted both with final report, and to the in¬ 
stitution on the state or local level re¬ 
sponsible for preserving the completed 
survey. Thus, survey projects completed 
under this program will be stored both 
locally, and in a central, national repos¬ 
itory. 

Note: When photographers are com¬ 
missioned to produce new work, dual 
ownership of reproduction rights by the 
photographer and sponsoring institution 
is advised. At its expense, the sponsoring 
institution should obtain copy negatives 
of each photograph in the final, edited 
survey, in order to assure broad public 
accessibility and use of photographs pro¬ 
duced under photography survey proj¬ 
ects. 

Workshops/Alternative Spaces 

The aim of this program is to support 
workshops and alternative spaces. The 
program is designed to encourage artists 
to devise modes of working together and 
to test new ideas. 

Eligibility. For the purposes of this 
program. 4 ‘workshop” is defined as a 
place with facilities where a group of 
artists who share common aesthetic and 
technical interests come together for the 
purpose of making works of art in a 
situation in which they derive stimula¬ 
tion from each other’s presence and 
ideas. 

An “alternative space” is a place, often 
initiated and maintained by artists, 
where work that would not usually be 
seen in commercial galleries or museums 
is exhibited for the benefit of artists and 
their public. 

(1) Workshops and alternative spaces 
may be independent or attached to 
museums, universities and art schools. 
In the case of the last two. while stu¬ 
dents may benefit, the emphasis must be 
on work by practicing professional art¬ 
ists. 

(2 ) Generally, workshops and alterna¬ 
tive spaces must have been in existence 
for at least one year. 

(3) Both workshops and alternative 
spaces are for the benefit of practicing 
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professional artists. Amateur or adult 
education groups are not eligible. 

(4> Workshops/Alternative Spaces 
Program applicants or their sponsoring 
organizations must be tax exempt, and 
are required to submit a copy of their In¬ 
ternal Revenue Service tax exemption 
status letter with the application. 

Grant Amounts. Grants will usually 
not exceed $15,000 and will be made on 
a matching basis. (Total project at least 
$30,000.) 

Deadline and Announcement Date. 
Applications for Fiscal Year 1977 must be 
postmarked no later than October 1. 
1976. Notices of approval or rejection will 
not be sent before April 1977. Your pro¬ 
posed activity should not have a begin¬ 
ning date before May 1977 and generally 
should be carried out during the succeed¬ 
ing twelve months. 

How to Apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions on page 46 and complete the 
forms entitled Project Grant Applica¬ 
tion NEA-3 (Rev.). In addition, please 
complete the white card and return it 
with your application. 

Your application will not be considered 
by the panel unless biographies of the 
artists involved in the workshop and 5 
slides of each artist’s work are included. 
(Please read page 46 for detailed instruc¬ 
tions on slide submission.) Slides will not 
be returned. 

Craftsmen’s Fellowships 

To enable craftsmen to set aside time 
and/or purchase materials and generally 
to advance their careers as they see fit. 

Eligibility. Professional craftsmen of 
exceptional talent and demonstrated 
ability—glassblowers, metalsmiths. pot¬ 
ters, weavers, woodworkers, et cetera— 
of any age or asethetic persuasion. (Stu¬ 
dents are not eligible.) 

Fellowship Amount. $5,000. 

Deadline and Announcement Date. Ap¬ 
plications for Fiscal Year 1977 must be 
postmarked no later than December 20, 
1976. Notices of approval or rejection will 
not be seift before July 1977. Your work 
under this grant should not have a be¬ 
ginning date before August 1977 and 
generally should be carried out during 
the suceeding twelve months. 

How to Apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions given on page 35 and com¬ 
plete the forms entitled Individual Fel¬ 
lowship Grant Application NEA-2 (Rev.) 
In addition, please complete the Crafts 
Supplementary Information Sheet and 
the white card and return with your ap¬ 
plication. 

Not more than 7 slides of your work 
should be submitted. Please read page 35 
for detailed instructions concerning slide 
submission. (Slides will not be returned.) 

Applicants may supplement their ap¬ 
plication, if they so wish, with not more 
than two catalogues of recent exhibitions 
and/or not more than three reviews of 
recent works. 

While fellowships are not made for 
specific projects, but to buy time and 
materials, the Craftsmen's Fellowship 
Advisory Panel would be interested in 
reading a short statement regarding your 
wwk or intended project. This statement 


should be typed on one side only of an 
8*4" x 11" sheet and attached to your 
application. The purpose of this short 
statement or description of proposed ac¬ 
tivity is to enable the panelists to under¬ 
stand your wx>rk better as they view the 
slides. 

Crafts Exhibition Aid 

The aim of this program is to bring 
crafts exhibitions of contemporary and/ 
or historical importance to the public in 
a variety of appropriate situations. 

Eligibility. Universities, museums, 
community centers, theatres, libraries, 
churches, prisons, nonprofit crafts or¬ 
ganizations and state arts agencies. Spe¬ 
cial consideration is given to crafts ex¬ 
hibitions of a community oriented na¬ 
ture which bring works of high quality 
professional craftsmanship to areas not 
normally exposed. to such exhibitions. 
Additionally, crafts exhibitions that are 
coordinated with crafts workshop are 
given high priority. 

Grant Amounts . Matching grants up 
to $15,000 for major exhibitions and up 
to $7,500 for other projects. 

Deadline and Announcement Date. 
Applications for Fiscal Year 1977 must 
be postmarked no later than October 1. 
1976. Notices of approval or rejection will 
not be sent before April 1977. Your pro¬ 
posed activity should not have a begin¬ 
ning date before June 1977 and generally 
should be carried out during the succeed¬ 
ing twelve months. 

How to Apply. Please review r the in¬ 
structions on page 46 and complete the 
forms entitled Project Grant Application 
NEA-3 (Rev.). Additionally, please com¬ 
plete the Crafts Supplementary Informa¬ 
tion Sheet and the white card and 
return them with the application. 

Evidence of ability to carry through 
the planned exhibition must be supplied. 
Institutions, museums and universities 
should supply budgets of previous exhi¬ 
bitions as a guideline to funding. 

All applications must supply the fol¬ 
lowing information: 

(1) Name of place (s) exhibition is to 
be held. If funds are requested to travel 
the exhibition, the itinerary of the exhi¬ 
bition should be supplied. 

(2) Name and curriculum Vitae of 
persons responsible for organizing the 
exhibition. 

(3) Name and curriculum vitae of per- 
• sons preparing the catalogue. 

(4) Number of works. 

(5) Names of the craftsmen whose 
works will be on display. If names are 
not known, information on the method 
of selection should be provided. If jurors 
are used, they should be named. 

(6) Catalogues from previous exhibi¬ 
tions, if available. 

Since catalogues are a valuable docu¬ 
mentation of an exhibition, special con¬ 
sideration will be given to funding cata¬ 
logues of lasting value to the field. A 
breakdown of the catalogue budget 
should be included in your application. 
Also include: size, number of pages, re¬ 
productions. kind of paper and cover, 
number to be printed and an indication 
of proposed text. Where available, sam¬ 


ples of previously published catalogues 
should be included. Expected income 
from sale of the catalogue should also 
be indicated. 

Note: Grant funds may not be used 
for purchase awards. 

Craftsmen Apprenticeships 

The aim of this program is to enable 
craftsmen to hire apprentices, generally 
for a period of nine months, to impart 
their skills to the apprentice, w T ho in turn 
assist them at their work. 

Eligibility. Craftsmen of demonstrated 
ability in ceramics, glass, metal, textiles, 
wood, et cetera, may apply for a grant 
to hire an apprentice. Apprentices may 
not apply. 

Apprenticeships are divided into two 
categories: 

Category I: Individual applications by 
craftsmen; no matching funds are re¬ 
quired. Craftsmen who are not equipped 
to handle administrative details may ap¬ 
ply through a reliable nonprofit, tax- 
exempt organization which will adminis¬ 
ter the funds. Only one apprentice may 
be applied for under this category. 

Category II: Nonprofit, tax-exempt 
organizations (schools, art centers, crafts 
workshops, et cetera) are eligible to ap¬ 
ply for up to five apprentices. Matching 
funds are required. 

Grant Amounts. $3,000 per apprentice. 
This sum should be passed to the appren¬ 
tice in a way agreed upon by the crafts¬ 
man and apprentice. It is suggested that 
equal monthly stipends be arranged. The 
apprentice is responsible for his own liv¬ 
ing expenses. In the case of grants di¬ 
rectly to a craftsman, $300 should be 
retained by the craftsman to pay for his 
administrative expenses. 

Deadline and Announcement Date. 
Applications for Fiscal Year 1977 must 
be postmarked no later than October 1, 
1976. Notices of approval or rejection 
will not be sent before June 1977. Your 
proposed activity should not have a be¬ 
ginning date before July 1977 and gen¬ 
erally should be carried out during the 
succeeding twelve months. 

How to Apply. Craftsmen may choose 
their own apprentices; the name of the 
proposed apprentice should be given in 
the application. Apprentices should have 
exhibited professional aptitude in their 
respective media. Craftsmen must have 
adequate facilities (e.g. a workshop-sized 
studio) to accommodate a second work¬ 
ing professional. 

Craftsmen should submit not less than 
7 slides of their own W'ork and biographi¬ 
cal data on themselves and their appren¬ 
tice. (Please read page 35 for detailed 
instructions on slide submission. Slides 
will not be returned.) The applicant 
should also provide a brief description 
of how both the craftsman and the ap¬ 
prentice will work together and benefit 
from this association. An evaluation 
should be sent to the Endowment by the 
craftsman and apprentice at the end of 
the apprenticeship period. 

Category I: Individual craftsmen ap¬ 
plying for apprentice aid should review 
the instructions on page 35, complete the 
forms entitled Individual Grant Applica- 
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tion NEA-2 (Rev.). Please attach a de¬ 
scription of the project on one ( &V 2 " x 
11") sheet. Additionally, please complete 
the Crafts Supplementary Information 
Sheet and the white card and return 
them with the application. 

Category II: Organizations applying 
for apprentice aid should review the in¬ 
structions on page 46 and complete the 
Project Grant Application NEA-3 (Rev.). 
Additionally, please complete the Crafts 
Supplementary Information Sheet and 
the white card and return them with the 
application. 

Note: Advice concerning local mini¬ 
mum wage requirements and whether an 
apprentice is considered an employee for 
purposes of federal and state employ¬ 
ment taxes, including tax withholding on 
wages, should be sought from state and 
federal labor offices and “The Internal 
Revenue Service. 

Crafts Workshops 

The aim of the Crafts Workshop Pro¬ 
gram is to assist the production of new 
work by craftsmen of exceptional talent. 
The program also encourages artists to 
test ideas and media, and to devise modes 
of working together. 

Eligibility . For the purpose of this pro¬ 
gram, a “crafts workshop*’ is defined as 
a place with facilities where a group of 
craftsmen who share common aesthetic 
and/or technical interests come together 
for the purpose of making crafts in a 
situation in which they derive stimula¬ 
tion from each other’s presence and 
ideas. 

Crafts Workshops are primarily for the 
benefit of practicing professional crafts¬ 
men. The highest standards of demon¬ 
strated professional ability are looked for 
in Crafts Workshops applications. Al¬ 
though students may participate in these 
workshops, the emphasis is primarily 
directed toward professionals in the field. 

(1) Crafts workshops may be inde¬ 
pendent or may be attached to schools, 
parks, prisons, museums, universities, art 
schools and community art centers. 

(2) Generally, organiaztions and in¬ 
stitutions applying for Crafts Workshop 
assistance must have been in existence 
for at least one year. 

(3) Crafts Workshop Program appli¬ 
cants or their sponsoring organizations 
must be tax-exempt, and are required to 
submit a copy of their Internal Revenue 
Service tax exemption status letter with 
the application. 

Grant Amounts. Grants will usually 
not exceed $15,000 and will be made on 
a matching basis. 

Deadline and Announcement Date. 
Applications for Fiscal Year 1977 must 
be postmarked no later than October 1. 
1976. Notices of approval or rejection will 
not be sent before April 1977. Your pro¬ 
posed activity should not have a begin¬ 
ning date before June 1977 and generally 
should be carried out during the succeed¬ 
ing twelve months. 

How To Apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions given on page 46 and complete 
the forms entitled Project Grant Appli¬ 
cation NEA-3 (Rev.). In addition, please 
complete the Crafts Supplementary In¬ 


formation Sheet and the white card and 
return them with your application. Your 
application will not be considered unless 
biographies of the craftsmen involved in 
the workshop and five slides of each 
craftsman’s work are included. (Please 
read page 46 for detailed instructions on 
slide submission.) Slides will not be 
returned. 

Grant funds requested should be for 
the support of workshop activities for 
not more than one year starting June 
1977. 

Works of Art in Public Places 

The aim of this program is to give 
the public access to the best contem¬ 
porary art in public situations outside 
museum walls. Plazas, parks, airports, 
subways, highways and other outdoor 
spaces will be considered. 

Privately owned land may be used as 
a site, if such land is either under lease 
to local governments for public purposes, 
or is what may reasonably be considered 
as a “public area,’’ i.e., an area to w f hich 
the general public, or as in the case of 
a housing development or university 
complex, the local community has free 
and unimpeded access. 

The Endowment intends that the work 
of art will contribute to the public’s 
enjoyment, education and enlighten¬ 
ment; that it will create a favorable 
climate for the reception of all the arts; 
that it will stimulate an effective part¬ 
nership between cities, states, private in¬ 
stitutions. the private sector, and the 
Federal Government and that a distin¬ 
guished heritage of public art will be 
passed on to future generations. 

The program also aims to provide op¬ 
portunities, challenges and employment 
for living American artists of exceptional 
talent and of regional or national sig¬ 
nificance. 

Works of art may be in any one of the 
following media: sculpture, painting and 
photography murals, and crafts (cer¬ 
amic murals and works in fiber). The 
art should be appropriate both for its 
immediate site and for the general en¬ 
vironment in which it is to be placed. 

Funding: Matching funds are required 
for all Works of Art in Public Places 
projects. The Endowment recommends 
that the local funds be raised on as wide 
a base as is possible for each project. It 
is the Endowment’s experience that suc¬ 
cessful projects require strong local sup¬ 
port—both financial and administra¬ 
tive—from an aesthetically sophisticated 
group. 

The Works of Art in Public Places Pro¬ 
gram consists of two funding categories 
each administered differently and each 
responding to different needs. 

CATEGORY I: MAJOR COMMISSIONS 

Grant Amounts. Sculpture: over $20,- 
000 and up to $50,000 (matching). Paint¬ 
ing, photography and crafts: over $10.- 
000 and up to $25,000 (matching). 

Eligibility. Cities, towns, and other 
nonfederal governmental units; univer¬ 
sities and nonprofit tax-exempt private 
groups; state arts agencies. 


Deadline and Announcement Date. 
Applications must be postmarked no 
later than September 1, 1976. Notices of 
approval or rejection will not be sent 
before April 1977. Your proposed activity 
should not have a beginning date be¬ 
fore June 1977 and generally should be 
carried out during the succeeding twelve 
months. 

How to Apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions on page 46 and complete the 
forms entitled Project Grant Applica¬ 
tion NEA-3 (Rev.). 

Endowment and matching funds 
should be allocated for and limited to 
the artist’s fee. fabrication costs for the 
work, the cost of transporting the work 
to the site and the dealer’s fee, if ap¬ 
plicable. 

(Note: The National Council on the 
Arts, acting both on its own initiative 
and on the recommendation of a num¬ 
ber of Visual Arts advisory committees, 
has recommended to the Chairman that 
dealer’s fees not exceed ten percent of 
the artist’s fee, after manufacture or cost 
of the work is subtracted.) 

Additional costs such as site prepara¬ 
tion, staff salaries, staff travel and ad¬ 
ministrative expenses will be borne by 
the applicant. Although these costs will 
not be considered part of the match, they 
should be reflected in the budget in order 
to indicate actual total project costs. 

Note: Photographs (35mm slides and/ 
or 8" x 10" black-and-white) of the im¬ 
mediate site taken from several angles, 
and a photograph of the general environ¬ 
ment in which the work of art is to be 
placed must accompany the application. 
Visual materials will not be returned. 

Procedure for Selection of Artist: After 
approval of a grant, the grantee should 
appoint three individuals with knowledge 
of the local area, and of contemporary 
art, to a selection panel. The Endowment 
will also appoint three nationally recog¬ 
nized experts to this panel, and the six 
will meet at proposed site to select the 
artist to be commissioned. The expenses 
for the panel meeting will be borne by 
the grantee and include travel costs, a 
per diem allowance and an honorarium 
for each panelist appointed by the En¬ 
dowment. 

While the selection panel is of course 
free to come to what it considers an ap¬ 
propriate decision, the National Council 
suggests that the panel keep in mind 
that opportunities for younger and mid¬ 
career artists in the public art area are 
limited, and should, if possible, be 
encouraged. 

After the artist has been chosen, the 
grantee should contact the artist and re¬ 
quest a model of the project for submis¬ 
sion to the local members of the 
selection panel for their approval. The 
National Council on the Arts will also 
have the option to review the model. Con¬ 
tractual arrangements should be worked 
out directly between the grantee and the 
artist. 

CATEGORY II: WORK FOR DIRECT PURCHASE 
AND SMALLER COMMISSIONS 

Grant Amounts. Sculpture: Up to 
$20,000 (Matching). Painting, photog- 
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raphy and crafts: Up to $15,000 
(Matching). 

Eligibility. Cities, towns and other 
nonfederal governmental units; univer¬ 
sities and nonprofit tax-exempt private 
groups: state arts agencies. Artists or 
artists* groups may apply if a community 
or other governmental unit has indicated 
sufficient interest in a specific proposal. 

Deadline and Announcement Date. 
Applications must be postmarked no lat¬ 
er than September 1, 1976. Notices of 
approval or rejection will not be sent 
before April 1977. Your proposed activity 
should not have a beginning date before 
June 1977 and generally should be car¬ 
ried out during the succeeding twelve 
months. 

How to Apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions on page 46 and complete the 
forms entitled “Project Grant Applica¬ 
tion” NEA-3 < Rev.). 

Applicants should propose to the En¬ 
dowment an artist whose work they in¬ 
tend to commission or a particular work 
they would like to purchase for an ap¬ 
propriate site. The names and titles of 
those responsible for the selection of the 
artist or work of art and a description of 
the selection process must accompany 
the application. Small projects intended 
to provide opportunities for younger 
artists will be considered in this category. 

For purchased works, Endowment and 
matching funds should be allocated for 
and limited to the purchase of the work 
and. when necessary, the cost of trans¬ 
porting the work to the site. 

For commissioned works, funds are to 
cover the artist’s fee, fabrication costs 
for the work, the cost of transporting 
the work to the site and the dealer’s fee, 
if applicable. 

(note: The National Council on the 
Arts, acting both on its own initiative 
and on the recommendation of a num¬ 
ber of Visual Arts advisory committees, 
has recommended to the Chairman that 
dealer’s fees not exceed ten percent of 
the artist’s fee, after manufacture or cost 
of the work is subtracted.) 

Additional costs such as site prepara¬ 
tion. staff salaries, staff travel and ad¬ 
ministrative expenses should be borne 
by the applicant. Although these costs 
will not be considered part of the match, 
they should be reflected in the budget 
in order to indicate actual total project 
costs. 

Applications to be complete must be 
accompanied by: 

Works for Direct Purchase: 

(1) Photographs (35mm slides and/or 
8" x 10” black-and-white) of the im¬ 
mediate site taken from several angles. 

(2) A photograph of the work. 

(3) A composite photograph includ¬ 
ing the work, in proper scale, as iUvould 
look on site. 

(4) A brief biography of the artist. 

Smaller Commissions: 

(1) Photographs (35mm slides and/or 
8” x 10” black-and-white) of the im¬ 
mediate site taken from several angles. 

(2) A brief biography of the artist. 

(3) Five slides of completed work by 
the artist. 


Incomplete applications will not be 
submitted to the advisory committee for 
review. 

note : Should the group require advice 
before coming to a decision on the art 
work they feel appropriate, the Endow¬ 
ment will make available a consultant to 
advise the group. This consultant will be 
a nationally recognized expert in con¬ 
temporary public art. The consultant 
will meet with the local group, inspect 
the site, discuss contemporary art with 
the applicants, make suggestions and 
generally provide professional assistance. 
The consultant’s initial fee will be paid 
by the Endowment, After the approval 
of the grant, any further consultant’s 
fees will be paid by the local group. 

Art Critics’ Fellowships 

To Enable art critics to set aside time 
to pursue a specific project which is 
not feasible in their present circum¬ 
stances. Smaller fellowships for travel 
will also be made to critics to expand 
their knowledge of the current art scene 
outside their own region. 

Eligibility. Art critics of exceptional 
talent and accomplishment who are pub¬ 
lished regularly. For the purposes of this 
program, art criticism is defined as the 
investigation, evaluation and exposition 
of contemporary or recent art. (Art his¬ 
torians are not eligible; historians of art 
whose concerns are primarily scholarly 
should apply for funding to either the 
Fellowship Division or the Research 
Grants Division of the National Endow¬ 
ment for the Humanities, Washington, 
D.C. 20506.) 

Fellowship Amounts. $5,000 for spe¬ 
cific projects. $1,000 for travel. 

Deadline and Announcement Date. 
Applications for Fiscal Year 1977 must 
be postmarked no later than May 10, 
1976. Notices of awards or rejections will 
not be sent before December 1976. Your 
proposed activity should not have a be¬ 
ginning date before February 1977 and 
should generally be carried out during 
the succeeding twelve months. 

How to Apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions given on page 35 and com¬ 
plete the forms entitled Individual Fel¬ 
lowship Grant Application NEA-2 (Rev.). 
In addition, please complete the white 
card, return it with your application. 
Critics involved in crafts projects should 
also complete and return the Crafts Sup¬ 
plementary Information Sheet on page 
65. 

Please include not more than two arti¬ 
cles or essays, neither exceeding 5,000 
words. We request that you provide five 
copies of each article. Copies should be 
clear and legible. (Articles will not be 
returned.) Interviews should not be sub¬ 
mitted. Please indicate on a (8&” x 
11”) sheet the specific project you would 
undertake should you receive a fellow¬ 
ship. Applicants for travel fellowships 
should indicate the city(ies) they wish 
to visit. 

Artists. Critics, Photographers and 
Craftsmen in Residence 

To make it possible for art schools, 
university art departments and other in¬ 


stitutions to invite artists, critics, pho¬ 
tographers and craftsmen of national 
reputation for short-term stays to in¬ 
struct, influence and stimulate students 
and faculty while practicing their pro¬ 
fessions. We believe that such circula¬ 
tion of professionals of exceptional talent 
benefits the students, the faculty and the 
-visiting artists. 

Institutions select the artistes), crit- 
ic(s). photographer(s) or craftsmen of 
their choice and work out a mutually ac¬ 
ceptable schedule of activities with em¬ 
phasis on student contact. While new 
methods are not necessarily better, more 
inventive ways of bringing this contact 
about may be desirable: for instance, 
making the evolution of a work of art 
itself the teaching situation, or engaging 
the Students as assistants in some proj¬ 
ect or process. 

Eligibility. While aimed primarily at 
art schools, and university art depart¬ 
ments, other organizations such as 
museums, cities, state art agencies, parks 
and community centers may also apply. 

Grant Amounts. Grants will usually 
not exceed $1,500 and will be made on a 
matching basis. Larger grants are oc¬ 
casionally given for extraordinary proj¬ 
ects. Project budgets generally should in¬ 
clude only artists’ fees and transporta¬ 
tion for the artist to the university, 
museum or community center at the 
start of the project and return to his 
home at the end of the project. 

Deadline and- Announcement Date. 
Applications for this program are ac¬ 
cepted and grants are made throughout 
the year. However, applicatios should 
be received six months before the 
planned residency will begin. 

How to Apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions on page 46 and complete the 
forms entitled Project Grant Application 
NEA-3 (Rev.). In addition please com¬ 
plete the white card and return it with 
your application. Organizations that in¬ 
tend to place a craftsman in residence 
should also complete the Crafts Supple¬ 
mentary Information Sheet on page 65. 
Applications should include a biography 
and five slides (where applicable) of the 
work of each intended participant. 
(Please read page 46 for detailed in¬ 
structions on slide submission. Slides will 
not be returned.) Incomplete applica¬ 
tions will not be considered. 

Services to the Field 

The aim of this program is to assist or¬ 
ganizations, artists’ groups and individ¬ 
uals concerned with providing services 
to artists. Applicants are urged to con¬ 
sider the entire scope of the artists’ needs 
and to interpret the program broadly and 
innovatively. Applicants should indicate 
the methods by wijich the results of re¬ 
search will be made available to the field. 

Areas of support may include but are 
not limited to the following: 

(1) Dissemination of information 
through directories and documentation. 

(2) Technical research into old and 
new media. 

(3) Services informing, or providing 
protection for, artists in such areas as 
medical, disability and life insurance; 
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tax regulations; legal rights pertaining 
to contract negotiations and copyright 
laws; investigations of artists' materials 
and media with regard to health and 

safety. 

(4) Instruction for artists in the care 
and handling, storage, shipping and in¬ 
surance of their own works of art. 

Eligibility. Nonprofit, tax-exempt or¬ 
ganizations interested in providing serv¬ 
ices to visual artists. (Established re¬ 
search facilities and other institutions 
not directly engaged in art activity are 
encouraged to apply.) Grants will also be 
made to individuals providing services 
that are not being undertaken by exist¬ 
ing organizations. 

Grant Amounts . Grants will generally 
not exceed $10,000 and in the case of or¬ 
ganizations will be made on a matching 
basis. Individual grants may be non¬ 
matching. 

Deadline and Announcement Date. Ap¬ 
plications for Fiscal Year 1977 must be 
postmarked no later than December 1. 
1976. Notices of approval or rejection will 
not be sent before June 1977. The pro¬ 
posed activity should not have a begin¬ 
ning date before July 1977. 

How to Apply. Organizations should 
review the instructions on page 46 and 
complete the forms entitled Project 
Grant Application NEA-3 (Rev.). In¬ 
dividuals should review the instructions 
on page 35 and complete the forms en¬ 
titled Individual Grant Application NEA- 
2 (Rev.) attaching a brief description 
of the project on one (8tfe" x 11") sheet. 
In addition, please complete the white 
card and return it with your application. 
If your project involves crafts, please also 
complete the Crafts Supplementary In¬ 
formation Sheet on page 65. 

Visual Arts in the Performing Arts 

The aim of this program is to make 
visual artists available to perform arts 
groups. (Professional stage and costume 
designers are not eligible.) 

Funds will be available to performing 
arts groups who wish to engage the serv¬ 
ices of artists of exceptional talent in 
three areas: 

(1) Design of posters which publicize 
either a single production or season's 
schedule. A part of each poster project 
should be a signed edition. 

(2) Design of sets for plays, operas and 
dance performances. 

(3) Design of costumes for plays, 
operas and dance groups. Applications 
for sets and costumes may be combined. 

Eligibility . Professional performing 
arts groups (dance companies, orches¬ 
tras, opera companies, theatre com¬ 
panies) . Individual artists may not apply 
under this program. 

Grant Amounts . Up to $1,500 (match¬ 
ing) for design of posters. Up to $5,000 
( matching) for design of sets and cos¬ 
tumes. 

Project funds are mainly intended to 
be used for the artist's fee and should 
not replace funds already in company 
budgets for costumes, sets or posters. In 
the case of grants for set and costume 
design, necessary expenses that result di¬ 


rectly from the engagement of the artist 
will be considered. 

Deadline and Announcement Date . Ap¬ 
plication for Fiscal Year 1977 must be 
postmarked no later than January 1, 
1977. Notices of approval or rejection 
will not be sent before June 1977. Your 
proposed activity should not have a be¬ 
ginning date before July, 1977 and gen¬ 
erally should be carried out during the 
succeeding twelve months. 

How to apply. Please review the in¬ 
structions on page 46 and complete the 
forms entitled Project Grant Applica¬ 
tion NEA-3 (Rev.). In addition please 
complete the white card and return it 
with your application. The “Summary 
of Project Description" should include 
the specific artist and production(s) to 
be involved. The artist should be con¬ 
tacted by the company before the appli¬ 
cation is made. A letter from the artist 
stating his interest in undertaking the 
project should be included in the appli¬ 
cation. The application should also in¬ 
clude a biography and five slides of the 
work of the artist to be involved in the 
project. (Please read page 46 for detailed 
instructions on slide submission.) Slides 
will not be returned. 

At the applicant’s request, the En¬ 
dowment makes available expert art con¬ 
sultants to advise on artists appropriate 
to the applicant’s needs. 

Application Information for Individual 
Fellowships 

Eligibility. Generally, individual fel¬ 
lowships will only be made to United 
States citizens. Under special circum¬ 
stances which must be shown by the ap¬ 
plicant, an individual award may be 
made to an applicant who is not a citi¬ 
zen but who has been lawfully admitted 
to the United States for permanent resi¬ 
dence. 

Students are not eligible. 

Method of Funding. Fellowships to in¬ 
dividuals are made on a non-matching 
basis. 

Review Procedure. Generally, selec¬ 
tion will be made from recommenda¬ 
tions of an advisory committee and the 
National Council on the Arts to the 
Chairman of the Arts Endowment. 

Slide Submissions. All slides should be 
35mm (suitable for carrousel projec¬ 
tion) and must be placed in clear plastic 
sheets for easy handling. Please indicate 
on each slide casing: 

Your own name; 

Title of the work; 

Date; 

Medium; 

Dimension in inches (height preceding 
width preceding depth); 

Top of the work. 

Unless stated previously in the de¬ 
scription of the grant category, materi¬ 
als submitted to the Endowment will not 
be returned. Please comply with the 
limit set of the number of prints or slides 
which are sent to the Endowment. The 
advisory committees will only review up 
to the maximum number allowed. 

Application Instructions. Individuals 
applying to the Endowment must use the 


forms entitled Individual Fellowship 
Grant Application NEA-2 (Rev.) print¬ 
ed on the following pages. Applications 
must be completed and submitted in 
triplicate with the white card on page 67. 
Applicants are urged to refer to the 
grant categories previously desCWbed for 
information on required slides and other 
materials which must be submitted with 
the applications. 

All application materials must be sub¬ 
mitted to the Grants Office (mail stop 
500), National Endowment for the Arts, 
Washington, D.C. 20506. 

When completing Individual Grant 
Application NEA-2 (Rev.) please note 
the following: 

Category: Please state the category 
within the Visual Arts Program under 
which support is requested. 

Period For Which Support Is Request¬ 
ed: Should be the time span during 
which activity will occur. The Endow¬ 
ment generally does not provide funds 
for activities that have occurred in the 
past. 

Career Summary or Background: This 
should be related to the activity for 
which support is requested. 

Important: If you have applied or ex¬ 
pect to apply elsewhere for fellowships 
or other support for this same period 
and/or a similar purpose, state the facts 
regarding such other application(s) in 
an attachment to your application. 

If payment for services will be made to 
any person other than the grantee, the 
applicant is required to file with the 
Grants Office an Assurance of Compli¬ 
ance with the National Foundation on 
the Arts and the Humanities Regula¬ 
tions Under Title VI of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964. The form on page 63 may be 
removed for this purpose. Please mail 
completed form to: Grants Office. Na¬ 
tional Endowment for the Arts. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20506. (If the apnlicant has 
filed an Assurance of Compliance with 
the Arts Endowment within the last five 
years, it is not necessary to complete the 
Assurance at this time.) 

Note: The Internal Revenue Code and 
regulations nrovide that certain fellow¬ 
ships to individuals who are not candi¬ 
dates for degrees are. within certain lim¬ 
itations, excludable from gross income, 
for tax purposes. If a fellowship qualifies 
for this exclusion, the amount is limited 
to $300 times the number of months the 
fellowship is intended to cover, but not 
in excess of 36 months. In addition, 
amounts received to cover certain ex¬ 
penses for travel, research, clerical help 
or equipment incident to the fellowship 
are excludable to the extent of the re¬ 
cipient’s actual expenses provided that 
these expenses are not claimed as a de¬ 
duction. 

The Endowment cannot advise you as 
to the deductibility of all or any portion 
of a fellowship, should one be awarded 
to you. Advice should be sought from 
your own tax counselor or local Internal 
Revenue Service Office. 
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Application Information for Project 
Grants 

Eligibility. By statute, the National 
Endowment for the Arts is limited to the 
support of organizations which meet the 
following criteria: 

(1 > Organizations in which no part of 
net earnings inures to the benefit of a 
private stockholder or individual and too 
which donations are allowable as a 
charitable contribution under Section 
170<c> of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954. as amended. A copy of the Internal 
Revenue Service Determination letter for 
tax-exempt status (under Section 501) 
must be submitted with each application. 

(2) Organizations receiving National 
Endowment for the Arts support must 
conduct their operations in accordance 
with the requirements of Title VI of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Rehabil¬ 
itation Act of 1973, as amended, which 
bar discrimination in federally assisted 
projects on the basis of race, color, na¬ 
tional origin or handicap. individuals 
and organizations receiving support from 
the National Endowment for the Arts 
who will be making payments for services 
to any person other than the grantee 
must comply with these requirements. 
Such grantees are required to file with 
the Grants Office, an Assurance of Com¬ 
pliance Form. The form on page 63 may 
be removed and completed for this pur¬ 
pose. Please mail the completed form to: 
Grants Office, National Endowment for 
the Arts. Washington. D.C. 20506. (If the 
applicant has filed an Assurance of Com¬ 
pliance with the Arts Endowment within 
the last five years, it is not necessary to 
complete the Assurance at this time.) 

(3) Organizations which compensate 
all professional performers, related or 
supporting professional personnel, labor¬ 
ers and mechanics at the prevailing 
minimum compensation level or on the 
basis of negotiated agreements which 
would satisfy the requirements of Parts 
3, 5 and 505 of Title 20 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations for the duration of 
any project supported in whole or in part 
by the National Endowment for the Arts. 

Methods of Funding. Program funds 
method: Generally, grants will be made 
on at least a dollar-for-dollar matching 
basis. Applicants requesting assistance 
from Program Funds must present evi¬ 
dence in the proper space (Section X) 
on the application Project Grant Appli- 
cation/NEA-3 (Rev.) that at least one- 
half of the total cost of the project will 
be provided by the applicant. Anticipated 
sources of matching must be identified. 
Budgeted funds, as well as newly raised 
funds, may be used for matching in all 


programs. 

Example: 

If an applicant requests from the 

Arts Endowment-$30. 000 

Then applioant lists match of at 

least_- 30,000 


And total project budget reflects 
at least_ 60,000 


Treasury fund method: When the Na¬ 
tional Endowment for the Arts was 
created, Congress included a unique pro¬ 


vision in its enabling legislation. This 
provision allows the Endowment to work 
in partnership with private and other 
nonfederal sources of funding for the 
arts. Designed to encourage and stimu¬ 
late increased private funding for the 
arts, the Treasury Fund allows nonfed¬ 
eral contributors to join the Endowment 
in the grant-making process, generally 
for projects supported by the Endow¬ 
ment under the established program 
guidelines. 

The Endowment encourages use of the 
Treasury Fund method as an especially 
effective way of combining federal and 
private support, and as an encourage¬ 
ment to all potential donors, particularly 
those representing new or substantially 
increased sources of funds. 

The Endowment may accept gifts in 
the form of money and other property. 
Bequests may be made to the Endowment 
as well. Gifts to the Endowment are gen¬ 
erally deductible for federal income, 
estate, and gift tax purposes. 

Gifts may be made to the Endowment 
for the support of a nonprofit tax- 
exempt, cultural organization which has 
been notified that the Endowment in¬ 
tends to award it a grant under its regu¬ 
lar program guidelines—organizations 
such as a museum, a symphony orches¬ 
tra. a dance, opera or theatre company— 
or for an Endowment program, such as 
fellowships, touring, conferences or work¬ 
shops. 

When a restricted gift is received, it 
frees an equal amount from the Treasury 
Fund, which is then made available to 
the grantee in accordance with the 
amount and conditions of the grant, as 
recommended by the National Council on 
the Arts and approved by the Chairman. 

The Endowment also accepts unre¬ 
stricted gifts to be used for projects rec¬ 
ommended to the Chairman by the Na¬ 
tional Council on the Arts. 

How a treasury fund grant is arranged: 
Those interested in giving for a specific 
purpose should note the step by step 
process described below. 

(1) If a project'is eligible for con¬ 
sideration under the Visual Arts Program 
guidelines the applicant submits to the 
Endowment a formal application, which 
may include a list of potential donors. 

(2) The application is reviewed first by 
the Visual Arts Advisory Panel and then 
by the National Council on the Arts and 
is recommended for approval or rejec¬ 
tion. Based on these recommendations, 
the Chairman makes the final determi¬ 
nation and notification is sent to the 
applicant. 

(3) If the grant award is approved, 
the applicant then requests that the 
donors forward their gifts to the Na¬ 
tional Endowment for the Arts in the 
form of a gift transmittal letter specify¬ 
ing the amount and restricted purpose 
of the donation (i.e., the name of the 
applicant and specific project sup¬ 
ported) , and date by which payment will 
be made to the grantee organization (see 
below). 

Handling procedures: In order to sim¬ 
plify handling procedures for restricted 
donations which are to be matched by 


the Treasury Fund, grant recipients will 
receive payment directly from the donor 
(in cash or negotiable securities) on all 
restricted Treasury Fund gifts to the 
Endowment. Under this method, the fol¬ 
lowing procedures apply: 

(1) Gift transmittal letter is received 
by the Endowment from donor with 
above specified information. 

(2) Upon receipt of payment on the 
gifts, grantee provides the Endowment 
with evidence of receipt of such payment 
as follows: 

In the case of individual gifts of less 
than $5,000, grantee will forward to the 
Endowment, a list of donors' names, ad¬ 
dresses and amounts received, certified 
by an official of the organization and 
notarized. 

In the case of individual gifts of $5,000 
or more, grantee wall forward to the En¬ 
dowment, within the grant period, a 
photostatic copy of the instrument of 
payment, i.e., the check or negotiable 
securities, with a covering letter. 

(3) In cases where benefit proceeds are 
to be utilized for purposes of the Treas¬ 
ury Fund, evidence, such as benefit an¬ 
nouncement circulars, invitations, post¬ 
ers, et cetera (which indicate donors had 
prior knowledge that their contributions 
would be used for the Treasury Fund) 
must be retained by grantee as evidence 
of donors’ intent. In these cases, the 
grantee organization will forward to the 
Endowment, within the grant period, a 
notarized letter requesting release of the 
Treasury matching funds, signed by an 
appropriate official, certifying that the 
benefit was held on a specified date, 
yielded a specified sum for Treasury 
Fund gift purposes related to the grant 
in question, and that evidence of the 
benefit will be retained by grantee or¬ 
ganization in its files. 

(4) In all cases, donors are to make 
payment on gifts at least 60 days prior 
to termination of the grant period, and 
grantee organizations will provide the 
Endowment wdth evidence of receipt of 
payment on gifts at least 30 days prior 
to the termination of the grant period. 

The process in teryns of money: 


Donor's contribution (a) to Endow¬ 
ment _ $25,000 

Endowment match from the Treas¬ 
ury Fund_._-_-_ 25, 000 


50. 000 

Total Endowment grant- 50,000 

Grantee's additional project cost— 50, 000 


Minimum total budget of project. 100,000 


Review Procedure. Generally, selection 
will be made from recommendations of 
an advisory committee and the National 
Council on the Arts to the Chairman of 
the Arts Endowment. 

Reporting Requirements. The Endow¬ 
ment requires a fiscal and narrative re¬ 
port on a project at the end of the grant 
period. 

Slide Submissions. All slides should be 
35mm (suitable for carrousel projection) 
and must be placed in Clear Plastic 
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Sheets for easy handling. Please indicate 
on each slide casing: 

Your own name; 

Title of the work; 

Date; 

Medium; 

Dimension in inches (height preceding 
width preceding depth); 

Top of the work. 

Unless stated previously in the descrip¬ 
tion of the grant category materials sub¬ 
mitted to the Endowment will not be re¬ 
turned. Please comply with the limit set 
of the number of prints or slides which 
are sent to the Endowment The advisory 
committees will only review up to the 
maximum number allowed. 

Application Instructions. Organizations 
applying to the Endowment must use the 
forms entitled Project Grant Application 
NEA-3 (Rev.) printed on the following 
pages. Applications must be completed 
and submitted in triplicate with the 
white card on page 67. Applicants are 
urged to refer to the grant categories 
previously described for information on 
required slides and other materials 
which must be submitted with the appli¬ 
cations. 

All application materials must be sub¬ 
mitted to the Grants Office (mail stop 
500), National Endownment for the Arts, 
Washington. D.C. 20506. 

When completing Project Grant Ap¬ 
plication NEA-3 (Rev.), please follow 
these instructions that are keyed to the 
sections of the application form. It is 
Imperative that the application be com¬ 
plete and completed pursuant to these 
instructions. Failure to comply with the 
instructions will cause unnecessary delay 
which may adversely affect considera¬ 
tion of your proposal. 

I. Applicant Organization must pro¬ 
vide assurance that (a) no part of its 
net earnings inures to the benefit of any 
private stockholder or stockholders or in¬ 
dividual or individuals, and (b) dona¬ 
tions to It are allowable as charitable 
contributions under the standards of sub¬ 
section c of section 170 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 as amended. The 
applicant organization's name as pro¬ 
vided on the application form must be 
identical with the name of the organiza¬ 
tion provided in the IRS determination 
letter or in the official document identi¬ 
fying the applicant organization as a 
unit of either state or local government. 

Non-governmental applicants must 
attach to their applications a copy of 
their IRS determination letter. 

State or local government units must 
attach to the application a copy of the 
official document indicating their status 
within the state or local government. 
(These documents will not be returned.) 

II. Program Category Under Which 
Support Is Requested should be the cate¬ 
gory within the Visual Arts Program un¬ 
der which support is requested. 

in. Period o/ Support Requested is the 
span of time necessary to plan, execute 
and close out the proposed project. Gen¬ 
erally the Endowment limits its finan¬ 
cial participation in any project to not 
more than 12 months. 


TV. Summary of Project Description 
must be brief but specific and limited to 
the description of the project for which 
financial support is requested. All es¬ 
sential elements of the proposal must be 
included in a concise project summary in 
the space provided on the application. 
Project description should include where 
appropriate the names of key person¬ 
nel. If applicants wish to supply addi¬ 
tional information, they should submit 
no more than one side of one additional 
page (8V£" x 11") with the application. 

Material prepared for presentations 
other than for this application will be 
acceptable as a substitute for the project 
description. Such material may be sub¬ 
mitted as attachments. (No material will 
be returned.) 

V. Estimated Number of Individuals 
Expected to Benefit From This Project is 
the total audience, participants, stu¬ 
dents, et cetera (excluding employees 
and/or paid performers) that are an¬ 
ticipated to directly benefit from this 
project. 

VI. Summary of Estimated Costs is a 
recapitulation of direct costs and indirect 
costs as shown on pages 2 and 3 of the 
application form. 

A. Direct costs are all costs which can 
be specifically identified with the project. 

(1) Salaries and Wages must be esti¬ 
mated at rates not lower than the pre¬ 
vailing minimum compensation as set 
out in Part 505 of Chapter 29 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations. Copies will be 
sent on request. Fringe benefits may be 
included here only if not included as in¬ 
direct costs. 

(2) Supplies and Materials include 
consumable supplies, raw materials for 
the fabrication of project items, and 
items of expendable equipment, Le.. 
equipment items costing less than $200 
or with an estimated useful life of less 
than one year. 

(3) Travel must be estimated pursuant 
to applicant's established travel practice 
or written policy providing that the 
travel results in a reasonable charge and 
all travelers use jet economy air coach 
accommodations. 

Foreign travel is not authorized unless 
it is included in the budget. 

(4) Special includes permanent equip¬ 
ment such as equipment costing over 
$200 with an estimated useful life of one 
year or more, capital improvements, 
major construction, et cetera. The En¬ 
dowment has a general policy against 
support of capital improvements and 
major construction. Written justification 
including as a minimum a brief descrip¬ 
tion of the items needed, applicant’s pur¬ 
chasing practices, and policy on facilities’ 
maintenance and protection must be sub¬ 
mitted. (No materials will be returned.) 

(5) Other includes consultant and 
artist fees, honoraria, contractual serv¬ 
ices, rental of space and/or equipment, 
transportation of items other than per¬ 
sonnel, et cetera. In the event of con¬ 
sultant and artist fees, honoraria, and/ 
or contracts for personal and/or pro¬ 
fessional services please specify number 
of persons and applicable fee, rate, or 


amount of each. Do not include enter¬ 
tainment, fines and penalties, bad debt 
costs, or contingencies. 

B. Indirect costs are those costs in¬ 
curred for common or joint objectives 
and not readily assignable to the specific 
activities benefited. Indirect costs may 
be computed bv the application of an 
indirect cost rate established as a result 
of negotiation with the National Foun¬ 
dation on the Arts and the Humanities 
Audit Office or another federal agency. 
A copy of the negotiation agreement 
must accomoanv the apnlication. (No 
materials will be returned.) 

VD Tot^l Amount Requested From the 
Arts Endowment. The amount requested 
should be rounded to the nearest ten 
dollars. The Endowment generally re- 
ouires each anpHcant to obtain at least 
59 percent of the total costs of each 
project from non-federal sources. In the 
event the applicant is applying for a 
Treasury Fund grant, the amount shown 
must include direct contributions to the 
Endowment plus the amount needed to 
match all direct donations. The Treasury 
Fund method described on page 

VTO. Organization Total Fiscal Ac¬ 
tivity 

A. Expenses including Arts Endow¬ 
ment projects funded and anticipated. 

B. Revenues, grants and contributions 
including Endowment grants received 
and anticipated. 

DC. Budget Breakdown of Total Esti¬ 
mated Cost need not be provided for 
items Al. 2. 3, and 4 on pages 2 and 3 
of the application form when the ap¬ 
plicant requests *10.000 or less for a total 
prolect of $20,000 or less. 

X. Contributions , Grants and Reve¬ 
nues 

A. Contributions includes (1) all an¬ 
ticipated cash donations for this project 
except direct donations to the Endow¬ 
ment and (2) in-kind contributions are 
the fair-market value or pro rata share 
of the fair-market value of essential 
items that cure wholly or partially con¬ 
sumed on the project. 

B. Grants include all or a pro rata 
share of anticipated grants either wholly 
or partiallv restricted for use on this 
project (do not include the grant re¬ 
quested by this application). A grant is 
generally characterized by written au¬ 
thority to spend up to a specified amount 
of money for a specific purpose. 

C. Revenues include all revenues re¬ 
gardless of source expected to be used 
on this project. 

XI. State Arts Agency Notification 
urges each applicant to advise the state 
arts agency of his state that his appli¬ 
cation is being made. In the event the 
address of the state arts agency is un¬ 
known such information may be obtained 
from the Office of the Governor of the 
applicant’s state. 

XII. Certification must be signed by an 
official of the applicant organization 
with authority to legally obligate ap¬ 
plicant. 

[FR Doc.76-13157 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am) 
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NOTICES 


NATIONAL SCIENCE 
FOUNDATION 

ADVISORY PANEL FOR PSYCHOBIOLOGY 
Notice of Meeting 

In accordance with the Federal Ad¬ 
visory Committee Act. P.L. 92-463, the 

National Science Foundation announces 

the following meeting: 

Name: Advisory Panel for Psycho¬ 
biology. 

Date and time: May 26 and 27, 1976— 
8:30 a.m. each day. 

Place: Room- 421, National Science 
Foundation, 1800 G Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 

Type of meeting: Closed. 

Contact person: Dr. Robert Sorkin, Pro¬ 
gram Director, Psychobiology Prog., 
Rm. 333, National Science Foundation. 
Washington, D.C. 20550, telephone 
(202> 632-4264. 

Purpose of panel: To provide advice and 
recommendations concerning support 
for research in psychobiology. 

Agenda: To review and evaluate re¬ 
search proposals and projects as part 
of the selection process for awards. 

Reason for closing: The proposals and 
projects being reviewed include infor¬ 
mation of a proprietary of confidential 
nature, including technical informa¬ 
tion; financial data, such as salaries; 
and personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the pro¬ 
posals and projects. These matters are 
within exemptions (4) and (6) of 5 
U.S.C. 522(b), Freedom of Informa¬ 
tion Act. The rendering of advice by 
the panel is considered to be a part of 
the Foundation’s deliberative process 
and is thus subject to exemption (5) 
of the Act. 

Authority to close meeting: This de¬ 
termination was made by the Commit¬ 
tee Management Officer pursuant to 
provisions of Section 10(d) of P.L. 
92-463. The Committee Management 
Officer was delegated the authority to 
make determinations by the Director. 
NSF, on February 11, 1976. 

M. Rebecca Winkler, 

Acting Committee 
Management Officer . 

April 30,1976. 

|FR Doc.76-13180 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


ADVISORY GROUP ON EARTHQUAKE 
PREDICTION AND HAZARD MITIGATION 

Committee Establishment 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (P.L. 92-463), I have de¬ 
termined that the establishment of the 
Advisory Group on Earthquake Predic¬ 
tion and Hazard Mitigation is necessary, 
appropriate, and in the public interest in 
connection with the performance of du¬ 
ties imposed upon the Director, National 
Science Foundation (NSF) by the Na¬ 
tional Science Foundation Act of 1950, 
as amended, and other applicable law. 
This determination follows consultation 
with the Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB), pursuant to Section 9 


(a)(2> of the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act and OMB Circular A-63, Re¬ 
vised. 

1. Designation: Advisory Group on 
Earthquake Prediction and Hazard Mit¬ 
igation. 

2. Purpose: To review and provide ad¬ 
vice to the President’s Science Adviser 
(Director, NSF) on a possible accelerat¬ 
ed Federal program on earthquake re¬ 
search and development. 

3. Effective Date of Establishment and 
Duration: The establishment of the Ad¬ 
visory Group on Earthquake Prediction 
and Hazard Mitigation is effective upon 
filing of the charter with the Director, 
NSF, and with the standing committees 
of Congress having legislative jurisdic¬ 
tion of the National Science Foundation. 
The Advisory Group will continue for 
one year from the effective date. 

4. Membership: The membership of 
the Advisory Group will be fairly bal¬ 
anced in the terms of the points of view 
represented and the group’s function. 
Membership will consist of approxi¬ 
mately 20 eminent persons from univer¬ 
sities, industry, state and local govern¬ 
ments. and other organizations and will 
provide expertise and advice contribut¬ 
ing to a sound program in this area. 
There will be no discrimination on the 
basis of race, color, national origin, re¬ 
ligion, or sex. 

5. Advisory Group Operation: The 
group will operate in accordance with 
provisions of the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act (P.L. 92-463); Foundation 
policy and procedures; OMB Circular A- 
63, Revised: and other directives and in¬ 
structions issued in implementation of 
the Act. 

The Committee Management Secre¬ 
tariat, OMB, has waived the 15-day re¬ 
quirement for publication of the notice 
of establishment in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. A meeting of the group is planned 
for late May, and a notice will be pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register. 

Dated: May 3,1976. 

H. Guyford Stever, 
Director. 

| FR Doc.76-13253 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 

National transportation 

SAFETY BOARD 

[N-AR 76-19] 

ACCIDENT REPORT; SPECIAL STUDY; 

SAFETY RECOMMENDATIONS AND RE¬ 
SPONSES 

Availability and Receipt 

Aircraft Accident Report. The Na¬ 
tional Transportation Safety Board has 
released its report on the crash of East¬ 
ern Air Lines Flight 66, a Boeing 727, 
which occurred June 24. 1975, during a 
precision instrument approach to the 
John F. Kennedy International Airport, 
Jamaica, New York. The report, No. 
NTSB-AAR-76-8, was released May 1. 
The Safety Board determined that the 
probable cause of the accident was the 
aircraft’s encounter with adverse winds 
associated with a very strong thunder¬ 
storm located astride the ILS localizer 


course, which resulted in a high descent 
rate into the nonfrangible approach light 
towers. According to the Board, the 
flightcrew’s delayed recognition and cor¬ 
rection of the high descent rate were 
probably associated with their reliance 
upon visual cues rather than on flight 
instrument references. However, the 
Board said, the adverse winds might 
have been too severe for a successful ap¬ 
proach and landing even had they relied 
upon and responded rapidly to the indi¬ 
cations of the flight instruments. Con¬ 
tributing to the accident was the con¬ 
tinued use of runway 22L when it should 
have become evident to both air traffic 
control personnel and the flightcrew that 
a severe weather hazard existed along 
the approach path. 

As a result of its investigation of this 
accident, the Safety Board on April 1 
issued 14 recommendations, Nos. A-76- 
31 through 44, to the Federal Aviation 
Administration. (See 41 FR 14952, April 
8, 1976.) The recommendations con¬ 
cerned approach accidents involving pas¬ 
sage of an airplane through or below 
thunderstorms. 

Aviation Special Study and Recom¬ 
mendations. The Safety Board, in a study 
released April 29, has recommended im¬ 
provement of the emergency oxygen sys¬ 
tems provided for passengers and cabin 
crewmembers aboard McDonnell Douglas 
DC-10 and Lockheed 1011 jet airliners. 
The Board found clearly demonstrated 
recurring problems with the systems 
which chemically generate oxygen on the 
two wide-body airliners—primarily pas¬ 
sengers and cabin crewmembers not un¬ 
derstanding how to use them. Although 
no serious injuries have been suffered 
from misuse or nonuse of oxygen, the 
Board believes that the potential for 
serious injuries and fatalities is great. 
The Board’s findings and recommenda¬ 
tions are contained in a 43-page special 
study of the oxygen systems on these 
airliners—unique in that they employ 
many small chemical generators to sup¬ 
ply oxygen rather than drawing on a 
central oxygen supply. The study, report 
No. NTSB-AAS-76-1, is entitled “Chemi¬ 
cally Generated Supplemental Oxygen 
Systems in DC-10 and L-1011 Aircraft.” 

In a separate letter, also issued April 
29, the Safety Board recommended that 
the Federal Aviation Administration (1) 
require, after a certain date, that pas¬ 
senger emergency supplemental oxygen 
systems have readily discernible means 
to indicate that oxygen is flowing; (2> 
amend 14 CFR 37.169 “Oxygen Mask 
Assembly, Continuous Flow, Passenger 
(for Air Carrier Aircraft)-TSO-C64,” to 
require adjustment tabs on oxygen mask 
headbands, which can be easily recog¬ 
nized by distinctive shape and color; (3) 
issue an Airworthiness Directive, requir¬ 
ing installation of adjustment tabs on 
in-service and in-stock passengers’ sup¬ 
plemental oxygen mask headbands; (4) 
establish service life and periodic in¬ 
spection requirements for oxygen mask 
reservoir bags; (5) require that opera¬ 
tors of aircraft having the chemically 
generated passenger supplemental oxygen 
systems include detailed information re¬ 
garding the operational characteristics 
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of these systems in the training pro¬ 
grams for their cockpit and cabin crew¬ 
members: such information should in¬ 
clude flow rates and the time and volume 
lag in the delivery of oxygen; <6> issue 
an Advisory Circular (AC) to all Parts 
121, 123. and 135.2 certificate holders to 
provide guidelines for improved passen¬ 
ger briefings and printed instructions for 
using chemical supplemental oxygen sys¬ 
tems; (7) issue an Operations Bulletin 
for a review of oral briefings and pas¬ 
senger safety cards for each Part 121, 
123, and 135.2 certificate holder to assure 
that briefings and printed instructions 
for using the passenger chemical supple¬ 
mental oxygen system are factual and 
unambiguous and conform to the guide¬ 
lines of the above AC; (8) develop stand¬ 
ards for use of accepted human factors 
engineering principles and system design 
concepts in the design of passenger sup¬ 
plemental oxygen systems; and (9) de¬ 
velop standards for type certification 
demonstration tests of passenger sup¬ 
plemental oxygen systems. The first six 
recommendations, Nos. A-76-20 through 
26, are labeled Class II, for priority fol¬ 
lowup; recommendations A-76-27 and 
28 are Class III, for longer-term fol¬ 
lowup. 

Safety Board Recommendations. 
Board investigation of four Fairchild 
Model FH-1100 helicopter accidents has 
revealed that the method of attaching 
the flight controls of this aircraft does 
not provide optimum protection against 
human error. Location and dates of these 
four accidents are: Fremont, California, 
June 27, 1975; Pinedale, Wyoming, Au¬ 
gust 28, 1974; Fairbanks, Alaska, October 
23, 1973; and Fairbanks, Alaska, August 
3, 1969. By letter issued April 28, 1976, 
the Safety Board recommended that the 
Federal Aviation Administration (1) 
issue an Airworthiness Directive to re¬ 
quire an immediate inspection of all self- 
locking fasteners in the flight control 
systems of the Fairchild Model FH-1100 
helicopters; and (2) issue an Airworthi¬ 
ness Directive to require that all bolts 
and self-locking nuts in the flight con¬ 
trol systems of of the Fairchild FH-1100 
helicopters be replaced with dual lock¬ 
ing devices. The Class n recommenda¬ 
tions, Nos. A-76-65 and 66, are for 
priority followup. 

As a result of investigation of the 
February 4, 1976, collision of two oppos¬ 
ing Penn Central freight trains near 
Pettis ville, Ohio, the Safety Board 
recommends that the Federal Railroad 
Administration insure that switches in 
signal territory are so protected that re¬ 
lated signals governing train movements 
will display their most restrictive aspects 
if the switch points do not close properly. 
This Class I (urgent followup) recom¬ 
mendation, No. R-76-15, was issued by 
letter dated April 28. The Board expects 
to publish a full report on this accident 
in the near future. 

Letters in Response to Safety Board 
Recommendations. Addresses of earlier 
Board recommendations in the aviation, 
highway, marine, and pipeline trans¬ 
portation modes have recently supplied 
the following letters in response: 


From the Department of Transporta¬ 
tion— 

Federal Aviation Administration- 
Letter of April 26. regarding recom¬ 
mendation A-76-59, is in response to the 
Board’s April 9 letter to FAA (41 FR 
16893, April 22,1976). FAA refers to Gen¬ 
eral Electric’s plans to make one or more 
tests of the CF6 engine to validate the use 
of an aluminum honeycomb fan booster 
compressor shroud strip. The first test is 
scheduled for the end of April. Any deci¬ 
sion by FAA with respect to actual bi-d 
ingestion tests awaits analysis of GE test 
results. An FAA task force, in pursuing 
the airport bird hazards, has visited since 
March 12 airports in New York (John F. 
Kennedy); Washington, D.C. (Dulles); 
Georgia (Peachtree-DeKalb); Florida 
(Tallahassee and Jacksonville), and 
South Carolina (Charleston). According 
to FAA, the visits have provided valuable 
information for developing a national 
bird-hazard reporting and alleviation 
program. FAA states, “As a first step, a 
General Notice (GENOT—an FAA inter¬ 
nal telegraphic message) was developed 
and transmitted to all regions to imple¬ 
ment a 60-day special emphasis program 
designed to identify airports having bird 
problems and to initiate action directed 
at alleviating the hazards at these air¬ 
ports. The GENOT included a list of 
available publications to assist field per¬ 
sonnel in the formulation of local pro¬ 
grams.” A copy of tliis GENOT is at¬ 
tached to FAA’s letter. 

Federal Highway Administration— 
Letter of April 21 is in further response 
to recommendation H-75-17. (For FHA 
letter of last November 4, see 40 FR 
52891, November 13, 1975.) FHA has now 
developed an “On Guard” informational 
bulletin setting forth the proper method 
of adjusting brakes on commercial vehi¬ 
cles equipped with air-mechanical brake 
systems. A copy of the “On Guard” bul¬ 
letin is attached to the letter. 

National Highway Traffic Safety Ad¬ 
ministration—Letter of April 20 responds 
to recommendation H-76-7 (41 FR 12360, 
March 25, 1976). The recommendation 
asked that NHTSA develop and issue a 
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standard 
to insure that wheelwell components can 
withstand fires and resist penetration by 
objects propelled by wheel rotation. The 
incident which prompted the recom¬ 
mendation was the loss of a Metro bus 
when a rear wheel bearing failed, causing 
a heat buildup which eventually ignited 
the lubricant and polyurethane under¬ 
coating. A similar bus wheelwell incident, 
at Jacksonville, Florida, November 20, 
1975, was cited by the Board in the rec¬ 
ommendation letter. NHTSA states that 
while such incidents in themselves are 
not considered sufficient justification for 
initiating a safety standard at this time, 
they are “important indicators toward 
action.” NHTSA believes that the investi¬ 
gative reports are sufficient to stimulate 
bus manufacturers to examine and im¬ 
prove their products and plans “to urge 
them to do so and request their reaction 
immediately.” NHTSA states, “In the in¬ 
terim, these accident reports will be re¬ 
tained in our files to further determine 


18731 

the presence or absence of a hazardous 
accident pattern. If such a pattern is ex¬ 
hibited and/or manufacturers appear 
unable or unwilling to take proper coun¬ 
termeasures, then we will begin rule- 
making.” 

U.S. Coast Guard—Letter of April 13 
Is an update on recommendations M-75-1 
and 2, issued after investigation into the 
grounding of the SS Hillyer Brown at 
Cold Bay, Alaska, March 7, 1973 (NTSB- 
MAR-75-1). Re recommendation M-75- 
1, the Marine Traffic Requirements, now 
entitled Navigation Safety Regulations, 
referenced in Coast Guard’s letter of last 
October 28, will be published as a notice 
of proposed rulemaking prior to July 1. 
1976. (See 40 FR 52892, November 13. 
1975.) Re recommendation M-75-2, the 
letter states that the Commandant No¬ 
tice, which will serve as a guidance to 
District Commanders for dissemination 
of safety information to mariners, was 
issued to units within the Coast Guard 
on March 23, 1976. The content of this 
Notice was spoken to in Coast Guard's 
response of October 28. 1975. 

Letter of April 27, also from the Coast 
Guard, provides an update of response 
to recommendations 71-M-32 and 33 
which were issued as a result of inves¬ 
tigation into the explosion and sinking 
of the SS Badger State in the North 
Pacific Ocean, December 26, 1969 (Board 
report released December 7, 1971). These 
recommendations asked that the Coast 
Guard, with the assistance of the U S. 
Navy and U.S. Army. (1) develop mili¬ 
tary explosives stowage criteria to meet 
specific vessel response to dynamic en¬ 
vironmental conditions; and (2) conduct 
a design study to develop, on an engi¬ 
neering basis, stowage design require¬ 
ments supporting these criteria, which 
should include shipboard measurable 
parameters of angles of roll and period 
of roll. The Coast Guaid states that, in 
order to determine scientifically sound 
stowage criteria aboard vessels, it has 
contracted with the Naval Ship Research 
and Development Center to study and 
develop necessary data required for such 
determination. The preliminary draft 
•from the center has been received and 
is undergoing technical review, accord¬ 
ing to the Coast Guard. 

Materials Transportation Bureau— 
Letter of April 19 concerns recommen¬ 
dation P-76-2, issued in connection with 
the March 15, 1974, Southern Gas Com¬ 
pany pipeline explosion near Farming- 
ton, New Mexico. (See 41 FR 4366, Jan- 
pany pipeline explosion near Farming- 
flee of Pipeline Safety Operations 
(OPSO) has been reviewing, at least 
annually, its records on longitudinal 
weld failures. An appendix to the letter 
summarizes the longitudinal weld in- 
service failures for transmission and 
distribution gas and liquid pipeline sys¬ 
tems and the longitudinal weld test 
failures for transmission gas sys¬ 
tems reported to OPSO from 1970 to 
1975. These statistics indicate that over 
the past few years longitudinal weld fail¬ 
ures have caused a very small percentage 
of failures and continue to become even 
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more insignificant. The letter notes that 
most of these seam weld failures oc¬ 
curred in older pipe, a larger number oc¬ 
curring in electrical-resistance welds. 
During the past 15 years, according to 
MTB, technology for making these welds 
and other welded seam pipe and the 
technology of “nondestructive inspec¬ 
tion” have improved significantly. MTB 
states, “because of the improved quality 
control in the manufacture and instal¬ 
lation of pipe in recent years, it would be 
highly unlikely* for pipe containing de¬ 
fects, such as the ones found in Southern 
Union’s pipeline, to be placed in service 
today.” OPSO continually monitors pipe¬ 
line operators for compliance with the 
existing minimum Federal safety stand¬ 
ards for both gas and liquid pipelines, 
according to MTB’s letter. 

From El Paso Natural Gas Company 
of El Paso, Texas— 

The company’s letter of March 26 re¬ 
sponds to recommendation P-75-15 
issued in connection with an explosion 
last October 13 at the company’s gas 
processing plant at Goldsmith, Texas. 
(See 40 FR 54030, November 20. 1975.) 
The letter details procedures employed 
by inspection teams at that and other 
company plants, using ultrasonic test¬ 
ing equipment, to locate and eliminate 
areas of potential pipe failure and/or 
safety hazards. While the company has 
completed its program, it plans to con¬ 
tinue inspection on a regularly schedule i 
basis. 

The accident report, the special study, and 
Safety Board recommendation letters are 
available to the general public: single copies 
may be obtained without charge. Copies of 
the letters responding to recommendations 
may be obtained at a cost of $4.00 for service 
and 10 1 per page for reproduction. All re¬ 
quests must be in writing. Identified by re¬ 
port or recommendation number and date 
of publication of this FEDERAL REGISTER 
notice. Address inquiries to: Publications 
Unit. National Transportation Safety Board. 
Washington, D.C. 20594. 

Multiple copies of accident reports and 
special studies may be purchased by mall 
from the National Technical Information 
Service, U.S. Department of Commerce. 
Springfield. Virginia. 22151. 

(Secs. 304(a)(2) and 307 of the Independ¬ 
ent Safety Board Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93- 
633 . 88 Stat. 2169, 2172 (49 UJ3.C. 1903, 
1907)).) 

Marcaret L. Fisher, 
Federal Register Liaison Officer. 

May 3, 1976. 

[FR Doc.76-13226 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am] 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 

SAFEGUARDS; SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE 

DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR POWER 

STATION UNITS 1 AND 2 

Meeting 

In accordance with the purposes of 
Sections 29 and 182b. of the Atomic 
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039. 2232 b.) f 
the ACRS Subcommittee on the Diablo 
Canyon Nuclear Power Station, Units 1 


and 2 will hold a meeting on May 21, 
1976 at the San Luis Bay Inn, Marre 
Ranch, P.O. Box 188, Avila Beach, CA. 
The purpose of this meeting is to con¬ 
tinue review of the application of the 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company for a 
license to operate Units 1 and 2. 

The agenda for subject meeting shall 
be as follows: 

Friday, May 21, 1976, 8:30 a.m. The 
Subcommittee will meet in closed Execu¬ 
tive Session, with any of its consultants 
who may be present, to exchange opin¬ 
ions and discuss preliminary views and 
recommendations relating to the above 
review. 

9:00 a.m. until the conclusion o/ busi¬ 
ness. The Subcommittee w r ill meet in 
open session to hear presentations by 
representatives of the NRC Staff, the 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, and 
their consultants, pertaining to the seis¬ 
mic design of the plant, and will hold 
discussions with these groups pertinent 
to this review. 

At the conclusion of the open session, 
the Subcommittee may caucus in a brief, 
closed session to determine whether the 
matters identified in the initial closed 
session have been adequately covered and 
whether the project is ready for review 
by the full Committee. During the session 
Subcommittee members and consultants 
will discuss their opinions and recom¬ 
mendations on these matters. Upon con¬ 
clusion of this caucus, the Subcommittee 
will meet again in brief open session to 
announce its determination. 

In addition to these closed deliberative 
sessions, it may be necessary for the Sub¬ 
committee to hold one or more closed ses¬ 
sions for the purpose of exploring with 
the NRC Staff and Applicant matters in¬ 
volving proprietary information. 

I have determined, in accordance with 
Subsection 10(d) of Public Law 92-463, 
that it is necessary to conduct the above 
closed sessions to protect the free inter¬ 
change of internal views in the final 
stages of the Subcommittee’s deliberative 
process (5 U.S.C. 552(b) (5)) and to pro¬ 
tect confidential proprietary informa¬ 
tion (5 U.S.C. 552(b)(4)). Separation of 
factual material from individuals* ad¬ 
vice. opinions, and recommendations 
while closed Executive Sessions are in 
progress is considered impractical. 

Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations in the above agenda or sched¬ 
ule. The Chairman of the Subcommittee 
is empowered to conduct the meeting 
in a manner that, in his judgment, will 
facilitate the orderly conduct of busi¬ 
ness, including provisions to carry over 
an incompleted open session from one 
day to the next. 

With respect to public participation in 
the open portion of the meeting, the fol¬ 
lowing requirements shall apply: 

(a) Persons wishing to submit writ¬ 
ten statements regarding the agenda may 
do so by providing 15 readily reproduci¬ 
ble copies to the Subcommittee at the 
beginning of the meeting. Comments 
should be limited to safety related areas 
within the Committee’s purview. 

Persons desiring to mail-written com¬ 
ments may do so by sending a readily 


reproducible copy thereof in time for 
consideration at this meeting. Com¬ 
ments postmarked no later than May 14. 
1976 to Mr. J. C. McKinley, ACRS. NRC. 
Washington, DC 20555 will normally be 
received in time to be considered at this 
meeting. 

Background information concerning 
items to be considered at this meeting 
can be found in documents on file and 
available for public inspection at the 
NRC Public Document Room, 1717 H 
St. NW.. Washington. D.C. 20555 and at 
the San Luis Obispo County Free Li¬ 
brary. San Luis Obispo, CA 93406. 

»b> Those persons wishing to make 
an oral statement at the meeting should 
make a written request to do so, identify- • 
ing the topics and desired presentation 
time so that appropriate arrangements 
can be made. The Committee will receive 
oral statements on topics relevant to the 
Committee’s purview at an appropriate 
time chosen by the Chairman of the 
Subcommittee. 

<c> Further information regarding 
topics to be discussed, whether the meet¬ 
ing lias been cancelled or rescheduled, 
the Chairman’s ruling on requests for 
the opportunity to present oral state¬ 
ments and the time allotted therefor can 
be obtained by a prepaid telephone call 
on May 19. 1976 to the Office of the 
Executive Director of the Committee 
(telephone 202/634-1371. Attn: Mr. J. C 
McKinley) between 8:15 a.m. and 5:00 
p.m., EDT. , 

(d> Questions may be propounded only 
by members of the Subcommittee and 
its consultants. 

(e> The use of still, motion picture, 
and television cameras, the physical in¬ 
stallation and presence of which will not 
interfere with the conduct of the meet¬ 
ing, will be permitted both before and 
after the meeting and during any re¬ 
cess. The use of such equipment will not. 
however, be allowed while the meeting 
is in session. 

Persons with agreements or orders 
permitting access to proprietary in¬ 
formation, other than safeguards in¬ 
formation, may attend portions of ACRS 
meetings where this material is being 
discussed upon confirmation that such 
agreements are effective and relate to the 
material being discussed. 

The Executive Director of the ACRS 
should be informed of such an agreement 
at least three working days prior to th e 
meeting so that the agreement can be 
confirmed and a determination can be 
made regarding the applicability of the 
agreement to the material that will be 
discussed during the meeting. Minimum 
information provided should include in¬ 
formation regarding the date of the 
agreement, the scope of material in¬ 
cluded in the agreement, the project 
or projects involved, and the names and 
titles of the persons signing the agree¬ 
ment. Additional information may be re¬ 
quested to identify the specific agree¬ 
ment involved. A copy of the executed 
agreement should be provided to Mr. J. 
C. McKinley of the ACRS Office, prior 
to the beginning of the meeting, 
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(g) A copy of the transcript of the open 
portion of the meeting will be available 
for inspection on or after May 28, 1976 
at the NRC Public Document Room 
1717 H St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20555 
and at the San Luis Obispo County Free 
Library, San Luis Obispo, CA 93406. 

Copies of the minutes of the meeting 
will be made available for inspection at 
the NRC Public Document Room, 1717 
H St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20555 after 
August 30,1976. Copies may be obtained 
upon payment of appropriate charges. 

Dated: April 28,1976. 

John C. Hoyle, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

|FR Doc.70-12852 Piled 6-4-76:8:45 am] 


ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD 
Notice of Establishment 

Pursuant to delegation by the Com¬ 
mission dated December 29, 1972. pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register <37 F.R. 
28710) and §§ 2.105, 2.700, 2.702, 2.714. 
2.714a, 2.717, and 2.721 of the Commis¬ 
sion's Regulations, all as amended, an 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board is 
being established to rule on petitions 
and/or requests for leave to intervene 
in the following proceeding: 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. Power Authority of the State 
of New York (Indian Point Station, Unit 
#3), Facility Operating License No. 
DPR-64, as amended. 

This action is in reference to a Fed¬ 
eral Register Notice entitled '‘Avail¬ 
ability of Licensees’ Report” published by 
the Commission in the above matter 
(41 F.R. 12933, March 29, 1976). The 
members of the Board are: 

Samuel W. Jensch. Esq.. Chairman 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20555 

Mr. R. Beecher Briggs, Member 

110 Evans Lane 

Oak Ridge. Tennessee 37830 

Dr. Franklin C. Daiber, Member 
College of Marine Studies 
University of Delaware 
Newark, Delaware 19711 

•Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 26th 
day of April 1976. 

Atomic Safety and Licens¬ 
ing Board Panel, 

James R. Yore, 

Acting Chairman. 
|FR Doc.76-12853 Piled 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 50-255) 

CONSUMERS POWER CO. 

Issuance of Amendment to Provisional 
Operating License 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S, 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendment No. 
20 to Provisional Operating License No. 
DPR-20 issued to Consumers Power 
Company which revised Technical Spec¬ 
ifications for operation of the Palisades 


Plant, located in Covert Township, Van 
Buren County, Michigan. The amend¬ 
ment is effective as of its date of issu¬ 
ance. 

This amendment (1) revises the steam 
generator tube plugging limits by estab¬ 
lishing a minimum tube wall thickness of 
36% of the original tube wall and by 
establishing operating allowances to be 
added to this minimum thickness for the 
next operating interval, (2) requires the 
next inservice inspection of the steam 
generator tubes be conducted at the end 
of no more than 15 months after startup 
in April 1976, (3) revises the procedures 
for hydrostatic and leak testing, (4) can¬ 
cels the requirements for a steam gen¬ 
erator chemical flushing program initi¬ 
ated in August 1974, (5) adds Technical 
Specifications for secondary coolant con¬ 
ductivity, pH, and sodium and primary 
coolant radioiodine, (6) changes allow¬ 
able calculated steam generator leakage 
to 0.6 gallons per minute during startup 
and major load changes, (7) applies the 
previous leakage limit of 0.3 gpm to 
steady-state operation, (8) revises re¬ 
actor coolant and secondary coolant 
sampling requirements, (9) cancels the 
monthly report of secondary water chem¬ 
istry, since this requirement is replaced 
by item (5) above, and (10) revises the 
allowable limit of secondary coolant ra¬ 
dioiodine. 

The applications for the amendment 
comply with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act), and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings as 
required by the Act and the Commission’s 
rules and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter 
I, which are set forth in the license 
amendment. Notice of Proposed Issuance 
of Amendment to Provisional Operating 
License in connection with this action 
was published in the Federal Register on 
February 19, 1976 (41 FR 7595>. No re¬ 
quest for a hearing or petition for leave 
to intervene was filed following notice of 
the proposed action. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
§ 51.5(d) (4) an environmental state¬ 
ment, negative declaration or environ¬ 
mental impact appraisal need not be pre¬ 
pared in connection with issuance of this 
amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the applications for 
amendment dated January 30, March 9, 
and April 3, 1976, and supplementary in¬ 
formation dated February 12, March 1, 
18, and 22, and April 6, 1976, (2) Amend¬ 
ment No. 20 to License No. DPR-20, and 
(3) the Commission’s related Safety 
Evaluation. All of these items are avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the Com¬ 
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20555 
and at the Kalamazoo Public Library, 315 
South Rose Street, Kalamazoo, Michigan 
49006. 

A copy of items (2) and <3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 


Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector, Division of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
26th day of April 1976. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis 
sion. 


Robert A. Purple, 
Chief , Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 1, Division of 
Operating Reactors. 


|FR Doc.76-12864 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am| 


[Docket No. 50-389] 

FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Order for Evidentiary Hearing 

Before the Atomic Safety and Licens¬ 
ing Board. In the matter of Florida 
Power & Light Company, (St. Lucie Nu¬ 
clear Power Plant Unit 2). 

The evidentiary hearing on radiolog¬ 
ical health and safety matters in these 
proceedings will commence on Thurs¬ 
day, May 20, 1976. at 9:30 a.m., at the 
Holiday Inn Oceanside, Banquet Room, 
Highway A-I-A, Hutchinson Island, 
Florida. Hearings will continue through 
May 21; hearings will resume on Tues¬ 
day, May 25 and will continue through 
Friday, May 28,1976. 

It is so ordered. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 27th 
day of April 1976. 

Atomic Safety and Licens¬ 
ing Board Panel, 

Edward Luton, 

Chairman. 

IFR Doc.76-12855 Piled 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


l Docket No. 50-298 ] 

NEBRASKA PUBLIC POWER DISTRICT 

Issuance of Amendment to Facility 
Operating License 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendment No. 
24 to Operating License No. DPR-46, is¬ 
sued to the Nebraska Public Power Dis¬ 
trict (the licensee), which revised Tech¬ 
nical Specifications for operation of the 
Cooper Nuclear Station (the facility) lo¬ 
cated in Nemaha County, Nebraska. The 
amendment is effective as of its date of 
issuance. 

This amendment added new contain¬ 
ment automatic isolation valves. These 
valves will be utilized as part of the nitro¬ 
gen recirculation system. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act), and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings as 
required by the Act and the Commission's 
rules and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter 
I. which are set forth in the license 
amendment. Prior public notice of this 
amendment was not required since the 
amendment does not involve a signif¬ 
icant hazards consideration. 
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The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
151.5(d) (4) an environmental state¬ 
ment. negative declaration or environ¬ 
mental impact appraisal need not be 
prepared in connection with issuance of 
this amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated March 3, 1976, (2) 
Amendment No. 24 to License No. DPR- 
46, and (3) the Commission’s concur¬ 
rently issued Safety Evaluation. All of 
these items are available for public in¬ 
spection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. and at the Auburn 
Public Library, 118 15th Street, Auburn. 
Nebraska 68305. A copy of items (2) and 
(3) may be obtained upon request ad¬ 
dressed to the United States Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington. 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division 
of Operating Reactors. 

Dated atBethesda. Maryland, this 23rd 
day of April, 1976. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis L. Ziemann, 
Chief , Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 2, Division of 
Operating Reactors. 

(FR Doc.76-12856 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 50-207] 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF 
COLORADO 

Issuance of Amendment to Facility 
Operating License 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendment No. 
12 to Facility Operating License No. 
DPR-34 issued to Public Service Com¬ 
pany of Colorado which revised Techni¬ 
cal Specifications for operation of the 
Fort St. Vrain Nuclear Generating Sta¬ 
tion, located in Weld County, Colorado. 
The amendment is effective as of its date 
of issuance. 

The amendment adds surveillance re¬ 
quirements for helium circulators and 
helium circulator Pelton wheels. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act), and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings as 
required by the Act and the Commission’s 
rules and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter 
I, which are set forth in the license 
amendment. Prior public notice of this 
amendment is not required since the 
amendment does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5 
(d) (4) an environmental statement, 
negative declaration or environmental 
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impact appraisal need not be prepared 
in connection with issuance of this 
amendment. 

For further details with respect to 
this action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated February 5, 1976, (2) 
Amendment No. 12 to License No. DPR- 
34, and (3) the Commission’s related 
Safety Evaluation. All of these items are 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room. 
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. and 
at the Greeley Public Library. City Com¬ 
plex Building, Greeley, Colorado 80631. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be ob¬ 
tained upon request addressed to the 
United States Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D.C. 20555, Atten¬ 
tion: Director, Division of Project Man¬ 
agement. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
26th day of April 1976. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert A. Clark, 

Chief , Special Reactors Branch . 
Division of Project Manage¬ 
ment. 

(FR Doc.76-12857 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 ami 


[Docket Nos. 60-361, 50-362 J 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON CO., 
ET AL. 

Notice of Hearing 

In the matter of Southern California 
Edison Company, et al. (San Onofre 
Nuclear Generating Station. Units 2 
and 3). 

Please take note, that the Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board of the Nu¬ 
clear Regulatory Commission will hold 
an Evidentiary Hearing in the matter 
of Southern California Edison Co., et al., 
to consider the question of whether an 
alternative exclusion area, as proposed 
for the San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station, Units 2 and 3, satisfies the re¬ 
quirements of Section 100.3(a) of the 
Regulations of the United States Nu¬ 
clear Regulatory Commission. More 
specifically, the Atomic Safety and Li¬ 
censing Board will determine, after as¬ 
certaining the facts, whether Southern 
California Edison Company and San 
Diego Gas and Electric Company have 
met their burden of establishing that 
their lack of control over the tidal beach 
witliin the exclusion area of the San 
Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, 
Units 2 and 3, is de minimus. 

The evidentiary hearing will com¬ 
mence on May 19, 1976, at 10:30 a.m., in 
the Judge’s conference room, 5th floor, 
Los Angeles County Courthouse, 110 
North Grande Avenue, Los Angeles. Cali¬ 
fornia 90012, and will continue each day 
thereafter, with the exception of Satur¬ 
days and Sundays, until completion. 

At the Evidentiary Hearing. Southern 
California Edison Company and San 
Diego Gas and Electric Company, the 
consolidated intervenors and the staff of 
the United States Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission are directed to appear and 


present evidence in accordance with the 
stipulation of the issues approved by the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board in 
this matter on April 9, 1976, and the Pre- 
Hearing Conference Order issued in this 
matter by the Atomic Safety and Licens¬ 
ing Board on April 6, 1976. 

So ordered. 

Atomic Safety and Licens¬ 
ing Board. 

Michael L. Glaser, 

Chairman . 

April 26,1976. 

(FR Doc.76-12858 FUed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


(Docket Nos. 50-346A, 50-500A & 50-501A; 

50-440A & 50-441A] 

TOLEDO EDISON CO., ET AL 

Reconstitution of Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Appeal Board 

The Toledo Edison Company and The 
Cleveland Electric Illuminating Com¬ 
pany, (Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Sta¬ 
tion, Units 1, 2, & 3) and The Cleveland 
Electric Illuminating Company, et al. 
(Perry Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1 and 
2 ) 

Notice is hereby given that, in accord¬ 
ance with the authority in 10 CFR § 2.787 
(a), the Chairman of the Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Appeal Panel has recon¬ 
stituted the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Appeal Board for this proceeding to con¬ 
sist of the following members: 

Alan S. Rosenthal, Chairman 
Richard S. Salzman 
Jerome E. Sliarfm&n 

Dated: April 26.1976. 

Margaret E. Du Flo, 
Secretary to the Appeal Board. 

|FR Doc.76-12859 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 omj 


| Docket Nos. STN 50-483 & STN 50-486] 

UNION ELECTRIC CO. (CALLAWAY PLANT, 
UNITS 1 AND 2) 

Reconstitution of Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Appeal Board 

Notice is hereby given that, in accord¬ 
ance with the authority in 10 CFR 
§ 2.787(a), the Chairman of the Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Appeal Panel has 
reconstituted the Atomic Safety and Li¬ 
censing Appeal Board for this proceeding 
to consist of the following members: 

Richard S. Salzman, Chairman 
Dr. W. Reed Johnson 
Jerome E. Sharfman 

Dated: April 26.1976. 

Margaret E. Du Flo, 
Secretary to the Appeal Board. 

IFR Doc.76-12860 FUed 5-5-76:8:45 am| 


(Docket No. 50-29j 

YANKEE ATOMIC ELECTRIC CO. 

Issuance of Amendment to Facility 
Operating License 

Notice is hereby given that the UB. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 


FEDERAL REGISTER. VOL. 41, NO. 89—THURSDAY, MAY 6, 1976 










NOTICES 


18735 


Commission) has issued Amendment No. 
24 to Facility Operating License No. 
DPR-3 issued to Yankee Atomic Electric 
Company which revised certain license 
provisions and the Technical Specifica¬ 
tions for operation of the Yankee Nu¬ 
clear Power Station located in Rowe, 
Massachusetts. The amendment is effec¬ 
tive as of its date of issuance. 

The amendment change-, the license 
and Technical Specifications to provide 
standard provisions for possession of 
special nuclear, source, and byproduct 
materials and incorporates surveillance 
requirements for leakage testing of 
sealed sources in the Technical Specifi¬ 
cations. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act), and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings 
as required by the Act and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR 
Chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. Prior public notice 
of this amendment was not required 
since the amendment does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this* amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
5 51.5(d)(4) an environmental state¬ 
ment, negative declaration, or environ¬ 
mental impact appraisal need not be pre¬ 
pared in connection with issuance of this 
amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated August 19, 1975, and 
supplement dated March 15, 1976, (2) 
Amendment No. 24 to Facility Operating 
License No. DPR-3, and (3) the Com¬ 
mission’s related Safety Evaluation. All 
of these items are available for public 
inspection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room. 1717 H Street NW„ 
Washington, D.C. 20555, and at the 
Greenfield Public Library, 402 Main 
Street, Greenfield, Massachusetts 01581. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector, Division of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
26th day of April 1976. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert A. Purple. 

Chief . Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 1. Division of 
Operating Reactors. 

(PR Doc.76-12861 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 50-255) 

CONSUMERS POWER CO. 

Issuance of Amendment to Provisional 
Operating License 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendment No. 
21 to Provisional Operating License No. 


DPR-20 issued to Consumers Power 
Company which revised Technical Spec¬ 
ifications for operation of the Palisades 
Plant, located in Covert Township, Van 
Buren County, Michigan. The amend¬ 
ment is effective as of its date of issuance. 

The amendment (1) revises provisions 
in the Technical Specifications related to 
the replacement of fuel assemblies in the 
Palisades core with fuel assemblies of a 
different design, constituting refueling of 
the core for operation with Cycle 2 at 
power levels up to 2200 MWt (100% 
power), (2) incorporates operating 
limits in the Technical Specifications 
based on an evaluation of ECCS perform¬ 
ance calculated in accordance with an 
acceptable evaluation model that con¬ 
forms to the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s regulations in 10 CFR Section 
50.46, (3) modifies various limits estab¬ 
lished in accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion’s Interim Acceptance Criteria, and 
(4)- terminates the further restrictions 
ihiposed by the Commission’s Decem¬ 
ber 27, 1974 Order for Modification of 
License, and imposes instead limitations 
established in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s Acceptance Criteria for Emer¬ 
gency Core Cooling Systems for Light 
Water Nuclear Power Reactors, 10 CFR 
Section 50.46. 

The applications for the amendment 
comply with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act). and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission lias made appropriate findings as 
required by the Act and the Commission’s 
rules and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter 
I, w'hich are set! forth in the license 
amendment. Notice of Proposed Issuance 
of Amendment to Provisional Operating 
License in connection with this action 
was published in the Federal Register 
on February 23, 1976 (41 FR 8002). No 
request for a hearing or petition for leave 
to intervene was filed following notice of 
the proposed action. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environm ental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
§ 51.5(d) (4) an environmental state¬ 
ment, negative declaration or environ¬ 
mental impact appraisal need not be pre¬ 
pared in connection with issuance of this 
amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the applications for 
amendment dated July 9, 1975, and 
January 30 and April 5. 1976, as supple¬ 
mented and amended, (2) Amendment 
No. 21 to License No. DPR-20, and (3) 
the Commission’s related Safety Evalua¬ 
tion. All of these items are available for 
public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street. 
NW.. Washington, D.C. 20555 and at the 
Kalamazoo Public Library, 315 South 
Rose Street. Kalamazoo. Michigan 49006. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be ob¬ 
tained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555. Attention: Di¬ 
rector, Division of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland, this 29th 
day of April 1976. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert A. Purple. 
Chief . Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 1 . Division of 
Operating Reactors. 


(FR Doc.76-13137 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am) 


lDocket Nos. 50-458; 50-459) 

GULF STATES UTILITIES CO. (RIVER BEND 
STATION, UNITS 1 & 2) 

Resumption of Hearing 

Please take notice that the public, 
evidentiary hearing that has been under¬ 
way in this proceeding before this Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board (the Board), 
and which adjourned April 7 in St. 
Francisville, Louisiana, to permit the 
parties more time to prepare their evi¬ 
dence for the balance of the hearing, 
will resume again at 9:30 A.M. local time, 
Tuesday. May 25. 1976, at the follow’ing 
location: 

Holiday Inn, US. 61 & State Route 10. St. 
Francisville, Louisiana 70775. 

The purpose and scope of this con¬ 
struction permit hearing was set forth 
in the Board's earlier Notice of Hearing 
dated March 17,1976 (41 Fed. Reg. 12363. 
Mar. 25. 1976), as w’ell as in the Atomic 
Energy' Commission’s original Notice of 
Hearing dated October 17, 1973 (38 Fed. 
Reg. 29243, Oct. 23, 1973). 

All interested members of the public 
are invited to attend the proceeding. 

It Is So Ordered. 

Issued at Bethesda. Maryland this 30th 
day of April 1976. 

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board. 

Thomas W. Reilly, Esq., 
Chairman. 

(FR Doc.76-13138 Filed 5-5-76.8:45 am) 


INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY 
AGENCY DRAFT SAFETY GUIDE 

Availability of Draft for Public Comment 

The International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA) is developing a limited 
number of internationally acceptable 
codes of practice and safety guides for 
nuclear pow r er plants. These codes and 
guides will be developed in the follow¬ 
ing five areas: Government Organiza¬ 
tion, Siting, Design. Operations, and 
Quality Assurance. The purpose of these 
codes and guides is to provide IAEA 
guidance to countries beginning nuclear 
pow r er programs. 

The IAEA Codes of Practice and 
Safety Guides are developed in the fol¬ 
lowing way. The IAEA receives and col¬ 
lates relevant existing information used 
by member countries. Using this colla¬ 
tion as a starting point, an IAEA Work¬ 
ing Group of a few experts then develops 
a preliminary draft and modifies it to 
the extent necessary to develop a draft 
acceptable to the IAEA Technical Re¬ 
view Committee. This draft Code of 
Practice or Safety Guide is then sent 
to the IAEA Senior Advisory Group, 
which reviews and modifies the draft as 
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necessary to reach agreement on the 
draft and then forwards it to the IAEA 
Secretariat to obtain comments from the 
Member States. 

As a part of this program, an IAEA 
draft Safety Guide, SG-D3, “Protection 
Systems in Nuclear Power Plants/* has 
been developed, and the NHC staff is 
soliciting comments on the Guide from 
the U.S. public. An IAEA Working 
Group, consisting of Mr. E. M. Yaremy 
of Canada and Mr. L. Stanley of the 
United States of America, developed this 
draft from an IAEA collation during a 
meeting in March 1976. 

As the next step in its development, the 
draft Safety Guide is scheduled to be re¬ 
viewed by the IAEA Technical Review 
Committee on Design at a meeting in 
Vienna. Austria on June 7, 1976. In or¬ 
der to have them in time for the June 
1976 meeting of the Technical Review 
Committee, comments on this draft Safe¬ 
ty Guide are requested by May 30, 1976. 
Single copies of this draft may be ob¬ 
tained by a written request to the Di¬ 
rector, Office of Standards Development, 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20555. 

(6 U.S.C. 522(a)) 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 28th 
day of April 1976. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert B. Minogue, 
Director, Office of 
Sta7idards Development. 

[FR Doc.76-13139 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 ami 


[Docket Nos. STN 60-518, STN 50-519, STN 
60-520 & STN 50-521] 

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY (HARTS- 
VILLE NUCLEAR PLANT, UNITS 1A, 2A, 
IB & 2B) 

Assignment of Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Appeal Board 

Notice is hereby given that, in accord¬ 
ance with the authority in 10 CFR $ 2.787 
(a). the Chairman of the Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Appeal Panel has assigned 
the following panel members to serve as 
the Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal 
Board for this construction permit pro¬ 
ceeding : 

Alan S. Rosenthal, Chairman 
Dr. Lawrence R. Quarles 
Jerome E. Sharfman 

Dated: April 29,1976. 

Margaret E. Du Flo, 
Secretary to the Appeal Board. 

[FR Doc.76-13140 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 ami 


(Docket No. STN 60-4371 

OFFSHORE POWER SYSTEMS 

Notice of Change In Prehearing Conference 
Location 

In the Matter of Manufacturing Li¬ 
cense for Floating Nuclear Power Plants. 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Fifth 
Prehearing Conference scheduled by this 
Board’s Order of April 20 to take place 


in Washington, D.C. on Tuesday, May 11, 
1976, has been changed in its location 
from the Postal Rate Commission Hear¬ 
ing Room to the following new location: 

NRC Public Hearing Room, 6th Floor, East/ 
West Towers Bldg., 4360 East West High¬ 
way. Bethesda. Maryland 20014. 

As stated in the earlier Notice, this 
Fifth Prehearing Conference will start at 
9:30 A.M., local time. 

Issued at Bethesda. Maryland this 3rd 
day of May 1976. 

It Is So Ordered. 

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board, 

Thomas W. Reilly, Esq., 
Chairman. 

[FR Doc.76-13358 Filed 5-5-76.8:45 amj 


[Docket No. P-599-A j 

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY ~ * 

Receipt of Attorney General’s Advice and 

Time for Filing of Petitions To Intervene 

on Antitrust Matters 

The Commission has received, pursu¬ 
ant to section 105c of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954. as amended, the following 
advice from the Attorney General of the 
United States, dated April 30, 1976: 

You have requested our advice pursuant 
to Section 105 of the Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission Act of 1964, as amended, in regard 
to the above-captioned application. These 
two as yet unnamed unite will each be ca¬ 
pable of generating 1300 mw of electricity ahd 
are scheduled to begin commercial operation 
in 1983-1984. 

On December 11, 1972 the Department of 
Justice rendered antitrust advice to the 
Commission regarding Tennessee Valley Au¬ 
thority’s application for construction per¬ 
mits for its proposed Watts Bar Nuclear 
Plant. We have also rendered advice In con¬ 
nection with TVA's Bellefonte Nuclear Plant, 
HartevUle Nuclear Plant and X-21, X-22 Nu¬ 
clear Plants. We have examined the informa¬ 
tion submitted by applicant In connection 
with the present application, as well as 
other pertinent Information with respect to 
applicant’s competitive relationships which 
has become available during the past year 
None of the foregoing information provides 
any basis for changing the conclusions which 
we set forth in connection with TVA’s earlier 
license applications. Our conclusion, there¬ 
fore, is that so far as wc are aware, there are 
no antitrust problems which would require 
a hearing by your Commission on the in¬ 
stant application. 

Any person whose interest may be af¬ 
fected by tliis proceeding may, pursuant 
to § 2.714 of the Commission’s “Rules of 
Practice”, 10 CFR Part 2, file a petition 
for leave to intervene and request a hear¬ 
ing on the antitrust aspects of the ap¬ 
plication. Petitions for leave to intervene 
and requests for hearing shall be filed 
by June 5, 1976, either (1) by delivery to 
the NRC Docketing and Service Section 
at 1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
or <2) by mail or telegram addressed to 
the Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, 
ATTN: Docketing and Service Section. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion, 


Jerome Saltzman, 
Chief, Antitrust and Indemnity 
Group, Nuclear Reactor Regu¬ 
lation. 


(FR Doc.76-13359 Filed 5-6-76;8:45 am( 


NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON 
THE EDUCATION OF DISADVAN 
TAGED CHILDREN 


Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to PI. 
92-463, that the next meeting of the 
National Advisory Council on the Edu¬ 
cation of Disadvantaged Children will be 
held on May 21-22. 1976, at 425 Thir¬ 
teenth Street, N.W.. Suite 1012, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20004. The meeting will 
convene at 9:30 a.m. on May 21, and 
adjourn at 12 noon on May 22, 1976. 

The National Advisory Council on the 
Education of Disadvantaged Children is 
established under section 148 of the Ele¬ 
mentary and Secondary Act (20 U.S.C. 
2411) to advise the President and the 
Congress on the effectiveness of compen¬ 
satory education to improve the educa¬ 
tional attainment of disadvantaged 
children. 

The tentative agenda for the above 
meeting is as follows: 

FRIDAY, MAY 21 

9:30 a.m. to 3 p.m.. Briefing on Legislation 
and Education of Adolescence, (Speakers 
to be announced). 

3 to 4 p.m.. Committee Meetings: Legislative 
Committee, Adolescence Committee. 

4 to 5 p.m., Committee on Mandated 
Studies, Committee on Parent Involve¬ 
ment. 

5 p.m.. Recess. 

6ATIJRDAY, MAY 22 

9:30 to 10:15 a.m., Reports from Committees: 
9:30, Adolescence. 

9:45. Mandated Studies. 

10 . Parent Involvement. 

10:16, Legislative. 

10:30 to 11:30 a.m.. Council Activity Re¬ 
ports: Report on Conference in New Jer¬ 
sey, Report on Early Childhood Confer¬ 
ence, Reston. Virginia, Report on Migrant 
Conference, Administrative Concerns. 

12 noon. Adjournment. 

The entire meeting will be open to the 
public but because of limited space, all 
persons wishing to attend should con¬ 
tact the Council office for reservations no 
later than May 11, 1976, Area Code 202 
382-6945. 

Requests to address the Council meet¬ 
ing should be submitted in writing to 
the Chairman with a copy to the Execu¬ 
tive Director approximately ten (10) 
days in advance of the meeting. The 
Chairman will determine whether a pres¬ 
entation should be scheduled. 

Records shall be kept of all Council 
proceedings and shall be available for 
public inspection at the office of the Na¬ 
tional Advisory Council on the Educa¬ 
tion of Disadvantaged Children, located 
at 425 Thirteenth Street, N.W., Suite 
1012, Washington, D.C. 
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Signed at Washington, D.C., on May 4. 

1976. 

Roberta Lovenheim, 
Executive Director. 

JFK Doc.76-13336 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 

actuarial advisory committee 

Public Meeting 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with Public Law 92-463 that the Actuar¬ 
ial Advisory Committee will hold a meet¬ 
ing on June 16, 1976, at the offices of the 
Chief Actuary of the U.S. Railroad Re¬ 
tirement Board, 844 North Rush Street, 
Chicago. Illinois, on the conduct of the 
13th Actuarial Valuation of the Rail¬ 
road Retirement Account. The agenda 
for this meeting will include a discus¬ 
sion of the results and presentation of 
the 13th Actuarial Valuation. It is ex¬ 
pected that the text and the tables which 
constitute the Valuation will have been 
prepared in presumed—final form for re¬ 
view bv the Committee and that this will 
be the last meeting of the Committee 
before publication of the Valuation. 

The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic. Persons wishing to submit written 
statements or make oral presentations 
should address their communications or 
notices to the RRB Actuarial Advisory 
Committee, % Chief Actuary. U.S. Rail¬ 
road Retirement Board, 844 North Rush 
Street, Chicago, Illinois 60611. 

Dated: April 30. 1976. 

By Authority of the Board. 

I seal] R. F. Butler. 

Secretary of the Board. 

|FR Doc.76-13158 Filed 6-5-76^8:45 am) 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(Rel.No. 9271: 811-2510] 

AMERICAN GENERAL LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY OF NEW YORK AND AMER¬ 
ICAN GENERAL LIFE INSURANCE COM¬ 
PANY OF NEW YORK, SEPARATE AC¬ 
COUNT C 

Application for an Order Declaring That 
Separate Account C Has Ceased To 3e 
an Investment Company 

April 29, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that American 
General Life Insurance Company of New 
York (the “Company"), a stock life in¬ 
surance company incorporated under 
New York law, and American General 
Life Insurance Company of New York 
Separate Account C (“Separate Ac¬ 
count C”), 90 Presidential Plaza, Syra¬ 
cuse, New York 13202, a unit investment 
trust registered under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (“Act”) (collec¬ 
tively referred to as “Applicants”) filed 
an application on February 9. 1976 pur¬ 
suant to Section 8(f) of the Act for an 
order of the Commission declaring that 
Separate Account C has ceased to be an 


investment company as defined in the 
Act. All interested persons are referred 
to the application on file with the Com¬ 
mission for a statement of the represen¬ 
tations contained therein which are sum¬ 
marized below. 

Applicants assert that Separate Ac¬ 
count C was registered under the Act by 
filing a Form N-8A Notification of Regis¬ 
tration on August 8. 1974. A Registra¬ 
tion Statement on Form N-8B-2 under 
the Act and a Registration Statement 
on Form S-6 under the Securities Act of 
1933 covering Separate Account C’s con¬ 
tracts were filed with the Commission on 
September 3, 1974. Sale of the contracts 
has never been approved by the New York 
State Insurance Department and the 
Company’ has determined not to proceed 
with a proposed public offering of the 
contracts. The Separate has no liabili¬ 
ties or obligations to the Company (the 
Company having withdrawn its original 
capitalization of the Separate Account) 
or to any other party, and is not making 
and does not propose to make any pub¬ 
lic offering of the Contracts. 

Section 3(c)(1) of the Act excludes 
from the definition of investment com¬ 
pany any issuer whose outstanding secu¬ 
rities are beneficially owned by not more 
than 100 persons, and which is not mak¬ 
ing and does not presently propose to 
make a public offering of its securities. 

Section 8(f) of the Act provides, in 
pertinent part, that when the Commis¬ 
sion, upon application, finds that a reg¬ 
istered investment company has ceased 
to be an investment company, it shall so 
declare by order, and upon the taking 
effect of such order the registration of 
such company shall cease to be in effect. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than May 24. 
1976, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the Commis¬ 
sion in writing a request for a hearing on 
the matter accompanied by a statement 
as to the nature of his interest, the rea¬ 
son for such request and the issues of 
fact or law proposed to be controverted, 
or he may request that he be notified if 
the Commission should order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary. Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such re¬ 
quest shall be served personally or by 
mail (air mail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon Applicant at the 
address stated above. Proof of such serv¬ 
ice (by affidavit or in the case of an at¬ 
torney at law by certificate) shall be filed 
contemporaneously with the request. As 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the Rules and 
Regulations promulgated under the Act. 
an order disposing of the application will 
be issued as of course following May 24, 
1976, unless the Commission orders a 
hearing upon request or upon the Com¬ 
mission’s own motion. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing, or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered, will receive any no¬ 
tices and orders issued in this matter in¬ 
cluding the date of the hearing (if or¬ 
dered) and any postponements hereof. 


For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

f seal ] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

1FR Doc 76-13125 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 ami 


| File No. 500-11 

MACRODATA CORP. 

Suspension of Trading 

April 29, 1976. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the securities of 
Macrodata Corporation being traded on 
a national securities exchange or other¬ 
wise is required in the public interest and 
for the protection of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to Section 12(k) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 
trading in such securities on a national 
securities exchange or otherwise is sus¬ 
pended. for the period from 11:00 a.m. 
<EDT> on April 29, 1976 through May 8. 
1976. 

By the Commission. 

I seal ! George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.76-13126 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 ami 


NATIONAL MARKET ADVISORY BOARD 
Meeting 

This is to give notice pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 10(a) of the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act, 5 U.S.C. App. 110(a), that the 
National Market Advisory Board will 
conduct open meetings on May 17 and 18. 
1976 at TOO North Capitol Street, Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20549. Room 776 beginning 
at 9:30 A.M. on May 17 and at 8:30 A.M. 
on May 18. The initial notice of this 
meeting appeared in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister on February 26. 1976. There will 
also be a joint open meeting of the 
Market-Making and Trading Rules 
working groups of the Board, beginning 
at 5:00 P.M. on May 17 at the same loca¬ 
tion. 

In addition, the Board will conduct 
open meetings on June 21 and 22, 1976 
at a location to be determined at the 
May meeting and published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register shortly thereafter. 

The summarized agenda for the May 
meeting of the Board is as follows: 

1. NASD President and certain senior 
officers in attendance in order to respond 
to any questions orf comments of the 
Board regarding the NASD’s submission. 

2. Discussion of administration of a 
national market system. 

3. Discussion of off-board principal 
transactions by exchange members. 

4. Discussion of market-making in a 
national market system. 

5. Review of Board’s deliberations to 
date. 

The summarized agenda for the joint 
meeting of the working groups on 
Market-Making and Trading Rules is as 
follows: 
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1. Prepare for discussions of off-board 
principal transactions and market-mak¬ 
ing at the May 18 Board meeting. 

2. Consider contents of the Board’s 
recommendations to the Commission on 
in-house agency crosses. 

Further information may be obtained 
by writing James P. Cullen, Counsel to 
the Board, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20549. 

Dated: April 29,1976. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 76-13127 Piled 6-5-76;8:45 ami 


[Pile No. 500-11 

EQUITY FUNDING CORP. OF AMERICA 
AND ORION CAPITAL CORP. 

Suspension of Trading 

April 30, 1976. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the securities of 
Equity Funding Corporation of America, 
including Orion Capital Corporation, be¬ 
ing traded on a national securities ex¬ 
change or otherwise is required in the 
public interest and for the protection of 
investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to Section 12 (k) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 
trading in such securities on a national 
securities exchange or otherwise is sus¬ 
pended, for the period from May 1, 1976 
through May 10, 1976. 

By the Commission. 

[sealJ George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-13183 Piled 5-5-76,8:45 am] 


(Release No. 12394 (File No. SR-MSTC- 
76-3)) 

MIDWEST SECURITIES TRUST CO. 

Order Approving Proposed Rule Change 
Submitted by the Midwest Securities 
Trust Company 

April 29, 1976. 

On March 8,1976, the Midwest Securi¬ 
ties Trust Company (“MSTS”), a wholly- 
owned subsidiary of the Midwest Stock 
Exchange, Inc., submitted a proposed 
rule change pursuant to Rule 19b-4 un¬ 
der the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
(the “Act”) consisting of an agreement 
and procedures designed to expand the 
interface between MSTC and Pacific 
Securities Depository Trust Company 
(“PSDTC”). The interface currently per¬ 
mits book-entry movement from a par¬ 
ticipant’s account in MSTC to such par¬ 
ticipant’s account in PSDTC. 

The expansion permits a participant 
firm in both MSTC and PSDTC to trans¬ 
fer stock by bookkeeping entry from the 
firm’s PSDTC account to its account in 
MSTC. In connection with the proposed 
rule change, MSTC requested that the 
Commission continue its previous finding 


pursuant to paragraphs (g) of Rules 8o- 
1 and 15c2-l under the Act that the 
agreements, provisions and safeguards 
established by MSTC are adequate for 
the protection of investors. 

In accordance with Section 19(b) of 
the Act and Rule 19b-4 thereunder, the 
rule change was published in the Federal 
Register (41 F.R. 11897, March 22, 1976), 
and the public was invited to submit 
comments until April 12, 1976. Notice of 
the filing and an invitation for comments 
also appeared in Securities Exchange Act 
Release No. 34-12197. March 12. 1976. No 
letters of comment were received. 

In connection with its review of the 
submission, the Commission requested 
representations from MSTC concerning 
the operation of the expansion of its 
interface with PSDTC. The representa¬ 
tions were made in a letter from MSTC 
dated April 22, 1976 which was incor¬ 
porated in the MSTC submission and in¬ 
cluded in the public file. 

The Commission has reviewed the 
MSTC submission and finds that the 
agreements, provisions and safeguards 
established by MSTC are adequate for 
the protection of investors. The Commis¬ 
sion finds also that the proposed rule 
change is consistent with the require¬ 
ments of the Act and the rules and regu¬ 
lations thereunder applicable to regis¬ 
tered clearing agencies and in particular, 
the requirements of Section 17A and the 
rules and regulations thereunder. 

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to 
Section 19(b) (2) of the Act, that the 
proposed rule change contained in File 
No. SR-MSTC-76--3 be, and hereby is, 
approved. 

By the Commission. 

I seal 1 George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(PR Doc.76-13182 Piled 5-5~76;8:45 am] 

SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

(Declaration of Disaster Loan Area £12381 
MASSACHUSETTS 
Declaration of Disaster Area 

The town of Palmer in Hampden 
County, Massachusetts, constitutes a 
disaster area because of damage result¬ 
ing from a fire which occurred on Jan¬ 
uary 16, 1976. Eligible persons firms 
and organizations may file applications 
for loans for physical damage until the 
close of business on June 28, 1976, and 
for economic injury until the close of 
business on January 28,1977. 

Small Business Administration, District Of¬ 
fice, 150 Causeway Street. 10th Floor, Bos¬ 
ton, Massachusetts 02114. 

or other locally announced locations. 

Dated: April28,1976. 

Mitchell P. Kobelinski, 
Administrator. 

(FR Doc.76-13159 Filed 5-6-76:8:45 am) 


(Declaration of Disaster Loan Area No. 1240] 

TEXAS 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

Dallas County and adjacent counties 
within the State of Texas, constitute a 
disaster area because of damage result¬ 
ing from flooding which occurred on 
April 19, 1976. Eligible persons, firms and 
oganizations may file applications for 
loans for physical damage until the close 
of business on June 28,1976, and for eco¬ 
nomic injury until the close of business 
on January 28, 1977, at: 

Small Business Administration, District Of¬ 
fice, 1100 Commerce Street, Dallas, Texn« 
75202. 

or other locally amiounced locations. 
Dated: April 29, 1976. 

John T. Wettach, 
Acting Administrator. 

fFR Doc.76-13160 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 ami 


OFFICE OF THE SPECIAL REP- 
RESENTATIVE FOR TRADE NEG0 
TIATIONS 

(Doc. No. 301-8] 

NATIONAL SOYBEAN PROCESSORS ASSO 
CIATION AND AMERICAN SOYBEAN AS 
SOCIATION 

Postponement of Hearings 

A hearing in this case was originally 
scheduled for 10 a.m. on Tuesday, May 
11# 1976, at the Office of the Special Rep¬ 
resentative for Trade Negotiations. 1800 
G Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., Room 
730. (41 F.R. 15384) 

The petitioner has requested that the 
hearing be postponed. Consequently the 
hearing has been rescheduled for Thurs¬ 
day. May 20,1976, at 10 a.m. in Room 730. 
Office of the Special Representative for 
Trade Negotiations, 1800 G Street, N.W.. 
Washington, D.C. 

A final date of May 4, 1976 was earlier 
fixed for receipt or requests to present 
oral testimony with accompanying briefs. 
In light of the postponement of the hear¬ 
ing, this deadline is extended until May 
13, 1976. 

Morton Pomeranz 
Chairman , Section 301 Commit¬ 
tee, Office of Special Repre¬ 
sentative for Trade Negotia¬ 
tions. 

|FR Doc.76-13185 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Volume 29] 

PETITIONS FOR MODIFICATION, INTER 
PRETATION OR REINSTATEMENT OF 
OPERATING RIGHTS AUTHORITY 

April 30, 1976. 

The following petitions seek modifica¬ 
tion or interpretation of existing operat¬ 
ing rights authority, or reinstatement of 
terminated operating rights authority. 
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An original and one copy of protests 
to the granting of the requested au¬ 
thority must be filed with the Commis¬ 
sion on or before June 7, 1976. Such pro¬ 
test shall comply with Special Rule 247 
(d> of the Commission’s General Rules 
of Practice (49 CFR § 1100.247) 1 and 
shall include a concise statement of Pro¬ 
testant’s interest in the proceeding and 
copies of its conflicting authorities. Veri¬ 
fied statements in opposition should not 
be tendered at this time. A copy of the 
protest shall be served concurrently upon 
petitioner’s representative, or petitioner 
if no representative is named. 

No. MC 2052 (Sub-No. 6) (Notice of 
filing of petition to modify commodity 
description), filed April 16, 1976. Peti¬ 
tioner: BLAIR TRANSFER, INC., 203 
South 9th Street, Blair, Nebr. 68008. Peti¬ 
tioner’s representative: Patrick E. Quinn, 
P.O. Box 82028. Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Pe¬ 
titioner holds a common carrier certifi¬ 
cate in MC 2052 (Sub-No. 6), issued 
January 28, 1976, authorizing transpor¬ 
tation over irregular routes, of (1) Farm 
feed wagons, manure spreaders, ele¬ 
vators, platform feeders, grader blade 
attachments, and plow harrows, from the 
facilities of Blair Manufacturing Com¬ 
pany located at Blair, Nebr., to points 
in North Dakota. South Dakota. Kansas. 
Minnesota. Iowa, Missouri, and Illinois; 
and (2) materials equipment, and sup¬ 
plies used in the manufacture, sale, and 
distribution of the commodities specified 
in (1) above, from points in North Da¬ 
kota. South Dakota, Kansas, Minnesota, 
Iowa, Missouri, and Illinois, to the facil¬ 
ities of Blair Manufacturing Company, 
located at Blair, Nebr., restricted in (1) 
and (2) above against the transportation 
of commodities in bulk and commodities 
which because of size or weight require 
the use of special equipment. By the in¬ 
stant petition, petitioner seeks modifica¬ 
tion of the, commodity description in 
(1) above so as to read: “agricultural 
implements, machinery, equipment and 
parts, and road construction machinery, 
equipment, attachments and parts’’, and 
modification of the commodities named 
in (2) above so that the commodities 
specified upQn which materials, equip¬ 
ment, and supplies subject to “use” test 
may be transported are those sought in 
the modification to Part (1) of this 
petition. 

No. MC 61231 (notice of filing of peti¬ 
tion to remove restriction), filed April 13, 
1976. Petitioner: ACE LINES, INC., 4143 
East 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa 50317. 
Petitioner’s representative: William L. 
Fairbank. 1980 Financial Center, Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. Petitioner holds a 
motor common carrier Certificate in No. 
MC 61231, issued April 28, 1971, author¬ 
izing transportation, as pertinent, over 
irregular routes, of building materials, 
feeds, forest products, including lumber 
and fence posts, livestock including 
homes, and unprocessed farm products. 


1 Copies of Special Rule 247 (as amended) 
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission. Washing - 
ton. D.C. 20423. 


between points in Minnesota, North Da¬ 
kota, Iowa, and Illinois (except between 
points in the commercial zone as defined 
by the Commission of Fargo, N. Dak., on 
the one hand, and. on the other, points in 
the Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn., Com¬ 
mercial Zone, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion) . By the instant petition, petitioner 
seeks to delete from the above authority, 
the restriction “except between points in 
the commercial zone as defined by the 
Commission of Fargo. N. Dak., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
Minneapolis-St. Paul. Minn., Commercial 
Zone, as defined by the Commission”. 
The rest of the Certificate remains the 
same. 

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 380) (notice 
of filing of petition to modify commodity 
description and to add additional des¬ 
tination States) filed April 16, 1976. Pe¬ 
titioner: CURTIS. INC., 4810 Pontiac St.. 
Commerce City, Colo. 80022. Petitioner’s 
representative: A. J. Swanson, 521 South 
14th St., P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln. Nebr. 
68501. Petitioner holds a motor common 
carrier Certificate in No. MC 113678 
(Sub-No. 380>, issued April 12. 1971, au¬ 
thorizing transportation over irregular 
routes, of frozen bakery products , from 
Marysville, Pa., to points in Tennessee, 
Oklahoma, Louisiana. Arkansas, Missis¬ 
sippi. Alabama. Michigan, Missouri. 
Utah, California. Washington, Arizona. 
New Mexico, Texas, Georgia, Florida, 
North Carolina, South Carolina. Vir¬ 
ginia. Illinois, Kentucky, Nebraska, Colo¬ 
rado. Minnesota, Kansas. Wisconsin, and 
Iowa, restricted to the transportation of 
shipments originating at Marysville, Pa. 
By the instant petition, petitioner seeks: 
(1) to modify its commodity description 
so as to read “Bakery products”; and (2) 
to modify its territorial description by 
adding Idaho. Montana, and Oregon as 
additional destination points. 

No. MC 129862 (Sub-No. 3) (notice of 
filing of petition to modify commodity 
description and change names of con¬ 
tract shippers), filed April 6, 1976. Peti¬ 
tioner: RAJOR, INC., P.O. Box 756, 2 
Lewisburg Pike, Franklin, Tenn. 37064. 
Petitioner’s representative: William J. 
Monheim. P.O. Box 1756, Whittier, Calif. 
90609. Petitioner holds a motor contract 
carrier permit, in No. MC 129862 (Sub- 
No. 3), issued December 29, 1975, au¬ 
thorizing transportation over irregular 
routes, of (1) running gears, hitches, and 
fenders used for mobile homes, motor 
homes, trailers and recreational vehicles, 
from Anaheim and Los Angeles, Calif., 
Tiffin, Ohio, and Dayton, Oreg., to points 
in the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii and with no service to California 
when shipments originate at Los Angeles 
and Anaheim); (2) components, mate¬ 
rials, and supplies used in the manufac¬ 
ture. production, and assembly of the 
commodities described in (1) above, from 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). to Anaheim, and Los 
Angeles, Calif., Tiffin, Ohio, and Day- 
ton, Oreg.: (3) electric and gas refrigera¬ 
tors for mobile homes, motor homes, and 
trailers, and parts for such refrigerators, 


from Baltimore, Md., Elizabeth. N.J., Elk¬ 
hart, Ind., Dayton, Oreg., and Los An¬ 
geles and Anaheim, Calif., to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii and with no service to California 
when shipments originate at Los Angeles 
and Anaheim); (4) outdoor, advertising 
metal poster panels, school furniture and 
lockers, portable filing cabinets, crane 
and construction machinery cabs and. 
components, from Tiffin, Ohio, to points 
in the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii); and 

(5) Components, materials, and sup¬ 
plies used in the manufacture, produc¬ 
tion, and assembly of the commodities 
described in (4) above, from points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), to Tiffin, Ohio, restricted to a 
transportation service to be performed 
under a. continuing contract, or con¬ 
tracts, with the Hadco Engineering Divi¬ 
sion of A-T-O. Inc.; (6) concrete mix¬ 
ers, mortar mixers, machines used for 
applying concrete, mortar, plaster, fire¬ 
proofing, and similar materials, road 
rollers, saws, motors, commercial air 
cooling systems and their pads, and air 
make-up heating and cooling equipment, 
from Los Angeles, Calif., and Elizabeth, 
N.J., to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii); (7) compo¬ 
nents, materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture, production and assembly 
of the commodities described in (6) 
above, from points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii), to Los An¬ 
geles, Calif., and Elizabeth, N.J.; (8) 
air coolers and air make-up heating and 
cooling equipment, from Little Rock, 
Ark., to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii); (9) compo¬ 
nents, materials, and supplies used in 
the manufacture, production, and as¬ 
sembly of the commodities described in 
(8) above, from points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii), to 
Little Rock, Ark.; and <10> machinery 
parts, from Los Angeles, Calif., to Little 
Rock, Ark., and Elizabeth, N.J., restricted 
in (6) through (10) above to a trans¬ 
portation service to be performed under 
a continuing contract, or contracts, with 
Essick Manufacturing Division of A-T-O, 
Inc.: (ID fire extinguishers (charged 
and not charged) portable hand and 
wheeled, fire extinguisher compounds, 
brass fire hose nozzles, brass fire hose 
couplings, brass valves and fittings, brass 
castings, brass fire engine accessories and 
equipment, and fire hose, from Ranson 
and Charles^Town, W. Va., and Char¬ 
lottesville, Va., to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii): (12) 
components, materials, and supplies used 
in the manufacture, production, and as¬ 
sembly of the commodites described in 
(11) above, from points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii), to 
Ranson and Charles Town, W. Va.. and 
Charlottesville, Va.; 

(13) Fire hose (with or without brass 
nozzles). brass hose couplings and brass 
valves, From North Bergen, N.J., to 
points in the United States (except Alas¬ 
ka and Hawaii); and (14) components, 
materials , and supplies used in the man- 
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ufacture, production, and assembly of 
the commodities described in (13) above, 
from points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii), to North Bergen. 
N.J., restricted in (II) thorugh (14) 
above to a transportation service to be 
performed under a continuing contract, 
or contracts, with Badger-Powhatan- 
Blaze Guard Divisions of American La 
France. Inc., a subsidiary of A-T-O, Inc., 
and further restricted in all of the above 
against the transportation of commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, in tank vehicles. By the 
instant petition, petitioner seeks (I) to 
modify the commodity description of 
part (4) to read " Outdoor advertising 
metal poster panels, school furniture, 
lockers, portable filing cabinets, crane 
and farm and construction machinery 
cabs and components; and (H) to modify 
its authority by (a) substituting Essick 
Manufacturing Division of A-T-O, Inc., 
as the contracting shipper with respect to 
parts 1 to 3 above, in lieu of Hadco Engi¬ 
neering Division of A-T-O, Inc; (b) sub¬ 
stituting Tiffin Metal Products Division 
of A-T-O, Inc., as the contracting ship¬ 
per with respect to parts 4 and 5 above, 
in lieu of Hadco Engineering Division of 
A-T-O, Inc.; and (c) by substituting 
Badger-Powhatten-Blaze Guard Division 
of A-T-O, Inc., as the contracting ship¬ 
per with respect to parts 11 to 14 above, 
in lieu of (lie Badger-Powhatten-Blaze 
Guard Divisions of American La France, 
Inc., a subsidiary of A-T-O, Inc. 

No. MC 135364 (Sub-No. 18$ (notice 
of filing of petition to add contracting 
shipper) filed April 10, 1976. Petitioner: 
MORWALL TRUCKING, INC., RJ3. 3. 
Box 76-C, Moscow, Pa. 18444. Petitioner's 
representative: J. G. Dail, Jr., 1111 E. 
St., NW., Washington, D.C. 20004. Peti¬ 
tioner holds a motor contract carrier 
Permit in No. MC 135364 (Sub-No. 18). 
issued March 23, 1976, authorizing trans¬ 
portation over irregular routes, of (1) 
pressure sensitive adhesive coated papers, 
aluminum paper insulation facings, and 
gummed reinforced sealing tape, from 
Monmouth Junction and Netcong, N.J., 
to points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii); and (2) materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the man¬ 
ufacture of commodities described in (1) 
above (except commodities in bulk), from 
points in the United States (except Alas¬ 
ka and Hawaii), to Monmouth Junction 
and Netcong, N.J.. under a continuing 
contract, or contracts, with Compac Cor¬ 
poration of Monmouth Junction, N.J. By 
the instant petition, petitioner seeks to 
add Coated Products, Inc., of Middlesex, 
N.J., as an additional contracting 
shipper. 

No. MC 136032 and (Sub-No. 2) (notice 
of filing of petition for modification of 
permits) filed April 16, 1976. Petitioner: 
TEXAS CONTINENTAL EXPRESS, 
INC., P.O. Box 434. 2603 W. Euless Blvd., 
Euless, Tex. 78039. Petitioner’s repre¬ 
sentative: K. Edward Wolcott, 1600 First 
Federal Bldg., Atlanta, Ga. 30303. Peti¬ 
tioner holds motor contract carrier Per¬ 
mits In Nos. MC 136032 and (Sub-No. 2), 
issued June 20, 1973 and July 29, 1975, 


respectively, authorizing transportation 
over irregular routes: (1) in MC 136032, 
of hair care toiletries and equipment, 
from Stamford, Conn., to points in the 
United States in and west of Wisconsin, 
Illinois, Missouri, Arkansas, and Missis¬ 
sippi (except Alaska and Hawaii), under 
a continuing contract, or contracts with 
Clairol Incorporated located at Stam¬ 
ford, Conn.; and (2) in MC 136032 (Sub- 
No. 2), of hair care toiletries and equip¬ 
ment, from Stamford, Conn., to Mem¬ 
phis. Tenn.. Atlanta. Ga., and Detroit, 
Mich., under a continuing contract, or 
contracts, with Clairol, Inc. By the in¬ 
stant petition, petitioner seeks to modify 
its authority in the lead permit by add¬ 
ing the plantsite of Lake Center Indus¬ 
tries located at or near Rochester, Minn., 
as an additional origin point; and modify 
its authority in the (Sub-No. 2) permit 
by adding an additional territorial de¬ 
scription which reads "from the plant- 
site of Lake Center Industries located at 
or near Rochester, Minn., to Atlanta, 
Ga., Baltimore, Md., and Stamford. 
Conn." 

No. MC 139525 (notice of filing of peti¬ 
tion to modify commodity description) 
filed March 15, 1976. Petitioner: E.D.C. 
TRANSPORT, INC., 7200 Fly Rd., P.O. 
Box 207, East Syracuse, N.Y. 13057. Peti¬ 
tioner’s representative: Herbert M. 
Canter. 305 Montgomery St., Syracuse, 
N.Y. 13202. Petitioner holds a motor 
common carrier certificate in NO. MC 
139525, issued September 26. 1974, au¬ 
thorizing transportation over irregular 
routes of frozen prepared foods, and fish 
including shellfish, when moving at the 
same time and in the same vehicle with 
frozen prepared foods, from Glouchester 
and Boston, Mass., to points in that part 
of New York lying on and west of a line 
beginning at the United States-Canada 
Boundary line at or near Rouses Point, 
N.Y., and extending along U.S. Highway 
9 to junction U.S. Highway 6 at or near 
Peekskill, N.Y., and on and north of a 
line extending from junction U.S. High¬ 
ways 9 and 6 along U.S. Highway 6 to 
junction New York Highway 17 at 
Goshen, N.Y., thence along New York 
Highway 17 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 90 at Westfield, N.Y., and thence 
along a straight line to Lake Erie at 
Barcelona, N.Y., restricted to the trans¬ 
portation of frozen prepared foods only 
when moving in mixed loads in the same 
vehicle with fish including shellfish, the 
transportation of which Is otherwise 
partially exempt from the regulation 
under Section 203(b) (6) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act. By the Instant petition, 
petitioner seeks (1) to modify its com¬ 
modity description so as to read "frozen 
prepared foods and meats, meat products 
and meat by-products, as described in 
Section A of Appendix I of the report in 
Description in Motor Carrier Certificates, 
61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, and fish including 
shellfish, when moving at the same time 
and in the same vehicle with frozen pre¬ 
pared foods, or meats, meat products and 
meat by-products”; and (2) to modify 
the restriction to read: "restricted to the 
transportation of frozen prepared foods, 


meats, meat products, and meat byprod¬ 
ucts only when moving in mixed loads In 
the same vehicle with fish including 
shellfish, the transportation of which is 
otherwise partially exempt from regula¬ 
tion under Section 203(b) (6) of the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Act.” 

Notice 

The following grants of operating 
rights authorities are republished by 
Order of the Commission to indicate a 
broadened grant of authority over that 
previously noticed in the Federal 
Register. 

An original and one copy of protests 
to the granting of the authority must 
be filed with the Commission within 30 
days after the date of this Federal Reg¬ 
ister notice. Such protest shall comply 
with Special Rule 247(d) of theComnus- 
sion’s General Rules of Practice (49 CFR 
§ 1100.247) addressing specifically the 
issue(s) indicated as the purpose for 
republication, and including a concise 
statement of protestant’s interest in the 
proceeding ard copies of its conflicting 
authorities. Verified statements in op¬ 
position Fhall not be tendered at this 
time. A copy of the protest shall be served 
concurrently upon the carrier’s repre¬ 
sentative, or carrier if no representative 
is named. 

No. MC 139207 (Sub-No. 2) (republi¬ 
cation), filed November 10, 1975. and 
published in the Federal Register issue 
of December 11, 1975, and republhhed 
this issue. Applicant: McNABB-WADS¬ 
WORTH TRUCKING COMPANY, 1410 
Lynn Garden Drive, Kingsport, Tenn. 
37665. Applicant's representative: Her¬ 
bert Alan Dubin. 1819 H St. NW., Suite 
1030, Washington, D.C. 20006. An Order 
of the Commission, Review Board Num¬ 
ber 1, dated April 12, 1976 and served 
April 26, 1976. finds that the present 
and future public convenience and neces¬ 
sity require operations by applicant, in 
Interstate or foreign commerce, as a 
common carrier by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, of feed and feed ingre¬ 
dients, in bulk (except in tank vehicles), 
from points in Dade and Hillsborough 
Counties. Fla., to points in Tennessee. 
North Carolina, South Carolina. Vir¬ 
ginia, and Alabama; that applicant Is 
fit, willing, and able property to per¬ 
form such service and to conform to 
the requirements of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act and the Commission’s rules 
and regulations thereunder. The pur¬ 
pose of this republication is to indicate 
applicant's grant of authority to include 
service to the State of Alabama. 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by Special Rule 247 of the Com¬ 
mission’s General Rules of Practice (49 
CFR § 1100.247). These rules provide, 
among other things, that a protest to the 
granting of an application must be filed 
with the Commission within 30 days 
after the date of notice of filing of the 
application is published in the Federal 
Register. Failure to seasonably file a pro¬ 
test will be construed as a waiver of 
opposition and participation in the pro¬ 
ceeding. A protest under these rules 
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should comply with section 24T<d) (3) of 
the rules of practice which requires that 
it set forth specifically the grounds upon 
which it is made, contain a detailed 
statement of protestant’s interest in the 
proceeding (including a copy of the spe¬ 
cific portions of its authority which pro- 
testant believes to be in conflict with that 
sought in the application, and describ¬ 
ing in detail the method—whether by 
joinder, interline, or other means—by 
which protestant w r ould use such author¬ 
ity to provide all or part of the service 
proposed), and shall specify with par¬ 
ticularity the facts, matters, and things 
relied upon, but shall not include issues 
or allegations phrased generally. Pro¬ 
tests not in reasonable compliance with 
the requirements of the rules may be re¬ 
jected. The original and one copy of the 
protest shall be filed with the Commis¬ 
sion, and a copy shall be served concur¬ 
rently upon applicant's representative, 
or applicant if no representative is 
named. If the protest includes a request 
for oral hearing, such requests shall 
meet the requirements of section 247(d) 
(4) of the special rules, and shall in¬ 
clude the certification required herein. 

Section 247(f) further provides, in 
part, that an applicant who does not in¬ 
tend timely to prosecute its application 
shall promptly request dismissal thereof, 
and that failure to prosecute an appli¬ 
cation under procedures ordered by the 
Commission will result in dismissal of 
the application. 

Further processing steps will be by 
Commission order which will be served 
on each party of record. Broadening 
amendments will not be accepted after 
the date of this publication except for 
good cause shown, and restrictive 
amendments will not be entertained fol¬ 
lowing publication in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter of a notice that the proceeding has 
been assigned for oral hearing. 

Each applicant states that there will 
be no significant effect on the quality 
of the human environment resulting 
from approval of its application. 

No. MC 1184 (Sub-No. 22), filed 
March 29, 1976. Applicant: K & B 
MOUNTING. INC., 21533 Mound Road. 
Warren. Mich. 48091. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Donald W. Smith, Suite 2465, 
One Indiana Square, Indianapolis, Ind. 
46204. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Van con¬ 
versions and van delivery vehicles , from 
points in Elkhart County, Ind., to points 
in the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Chicago, 
III. 

No. MC 3854 (Sub-No. 29), filed 
March 29, 1976. Applicant: BURTON 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 11306, East Dur¬ 
ham Station, Durham, N.C. 27703. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Edward G. Villa- 
Ion, 1032 Pennsylvania Building, Penn¬ 
sylvania Ave. & 13th St., N.W., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C, 20004. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 


vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Roofing, building rnaterials, and in- 
dustrial asphalt, from the plantsite of 
Trumbull Asphalt Company, located at 
Morehead City, N.C., and points in 
Carteret County, N.C., to points in Penn¬ 
sylvania, South Carolina, Virginia and 
North Carolina. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held in consoli¬ 
dation with a similar application filed by 
Bright Belt Motor Lines at either Raleigh, 
N.C. or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 11207 (Sub-No. 365), filed 
April 7, 1976. Applicant: DEATON, INC., 
317 Avenue W., P.O. Box 938, Birming¬ 
ham, Ala. 35201. Applicant s representa¬ 
tive: Kim D. Mann, 702 World Center 
Building, 918 16th St. NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Roofing and roofing materials, wood pre¬ 
servatives and pipe line coating, from 
Woodward, Ala., to points in Arkansas, 
Florida. Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, 
Oklahoma. South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Texas, and Virginia. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Birmingham, 
Ala., or Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 21866 (Sub-No. 84) (correc- 
rection), filed March 10, 1976, published 
in the Federal Register issue of April 8. 
1976, republished as corrected this issue. 
Applicant: WEST MOTOR FREIGHT. 
INC.. 740 S. Reading Avenue. Boyertown. 
Pa. 19512. Applicant's representative. 
Alan Kahn, 1920 Two Penn Center 
Plaza, Philadelphia. Pa. 19102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Polyethylene bags and 
mappers and cellophane bags and wrap¬ 
pers, paper wrappers, and commodities 
packaged in polyethylene or cellophane 
bags (except commodities in bulk), (a) 
from the facilities of Boyertown Pack¬ 
aging Service Corp., at Boyertown. Pack¬ 
aging Service Corp., at Boyertown, Pa., 
to points in Illinois, Indiana. Michigan, 
New York, Ohio, and Wisconsin: (b) 
from the facilities of Boyertown Pack¬ 
aging Service Corp., at Harrisburg, Pa., 
to points in Michigan and Wisconsin; 
and (2) materials, used or useful in the 
manufacture, processing, or distribution 
of polyethylene bags and wrappers and 
cellophane bags and wrappers, and paper 
wrappers (except commodities in bulk), 
from points in the above destination ter¬ 
ritory, to the named facilities of Boyer¬ 
town Packaging Service Corp., restricted 
to the transportation of shipments 
originating at or destined to the named 
facilities. 

Note. —The purpose of this republication 
Is to correct the requested authority in this 
proceeding. If a hearing Is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 31438 (Sub-No. 14) filed 
March 30, 1976. Applicant: ROY O. 
WETZ, doing business as R. O. WETZ 
TRANSPORTATION, 212 Pike Street, 


Marietta, Ohio 45750. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: A. Charles Tell, 100 East 
Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Silica (except in 
bulk), from the plantsite of Interlake, 

l nc. , in Waterford Township, Washing¬ 
ton County, Ohio, to points‘in Indiana, 
Illinois, Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, 
New York, New Jersey, those in Penn¬ 
sylvania on and west of a line beginning 
at the West Virginia-Pennsylvania state 
line and U.S. Highway 119 and extend¬ 
ing along U.S. Highway 119 to Greens- 
burg, thence along Pennsylvania High¬ 
way 66 to junction U.S. Highway 22, 
thence along U.S. Highway 22 to junction 
Interstate Highway 76 (formerly Inter¬ 
state Highway 80S) thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 76 to junction Pennsyl¬ 
vania Highway 8, thence along Penn¬ 
sylvania Highway 8 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 80, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 80 to junction Interstate 
Highway 79. thence along Interstate 
Highway 79 to Erie, Pa., and points in 
that part of West Virginia on, west, and 
north of a line beginning at the Ohio- 
West Virginia state line and U.S. High¬ 
way 35 and extending along U.S. High¬ 
way 35 to junction West Virginia High¬ 
way 2, thence along West Virginia High¬ 
way 2 to junction U.S. Highway 33. 
thence along U.S. Highway 33 to Buck- 
hannon. thence along U.S. Highway 119 
to the West Virginia-Pennsylvania state 
line. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Colum¬ 
bus. Ohio. 

No. MC 43421 (Sub-No. 55). filed 
April 2. 1976. Applicant: DOHRN 

TRANSFER COMPANY, a Corporation, 
4016 Ninth Street, Rock Island, Ill. 61201. 
Applicant's representative: Carl L. 
Steiner, 39 South LaSalle Street, Chi¬ 
cago. Ill. 60603. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value. Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment). 
serving the warehouse and facilities of 
Meldisco, at or near Huntington, Ind., as 
an off-route point in connection with ap¬ 
plicant’s regular route operations to and 
from Ft. Wayne, Ind. 

Note.—I f a hearing U deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Indianapolis. 

l nd. 

No. MC 45736 (Sub-No. 52). filed 
March 26. 1976. Applicant: GUIGNARD 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., P.O. Box 26067. 
Highway 21 North. Charlotte, N.C. 28213. 
Applicant’s representative: Edward G. 
Villalon, 1032 Pennsylvania Building, 
Pennsylvania Ave. and 13th St. NW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Paper, paper products, 
and woodpulp, from Calhoun, Tenn., to 
points in Ohio south and east of a line 
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starting at the Indiana-Ohio State 
Boundary Line to junction U.S. Highway 
30. thence along U.S. Highway 30 to 
junction U.S. Highway 30S, thence along 
U.S. Highway 30S to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 30, near Mansfield, Ohio, thence 
along U.S. Highway 30 to junction Ohio 
Highway 13, thence southward along 
Ohio Highway 13 to junction Ohio High¬ 
way 37, thence along Ohio Highway 37 
to junction Ohio Highway 13. thence 
along Ohio Highway 13 to Athens. Ohio, 
thence along U.S. Highway 33 to junc¬ 
tion Ohio Highway 7. thence along Ohio 
Highway 7. to Pomeroy. Ohio; and C2> 
materials, equipment, and supplies used 
in the manufacture of paper, paper 
products, and wood pulp, from points in 
the area of Ohio described in Cl) above, 
to Calhoun, Tenn. 

Note. —The purpose of this application Is 
to obtain authority in this application com¬ 
plementary to the authority soupht In MC 
45736 (Sub-No. 47). If a bearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests It be held at 
either Washington, D.C., or Charlotte. N.C. 

No. MC 46518 (Sub-No. 12), ~flled 
March 31, 1916 Applicant: R. F. C. 
TRANSPORT, INC., 7200 Fly Road P.O. 
Box 207, East Syracuse, N.Y. 13057. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Herbert M. 
Canter, 305 Montgomery Street, Syra¬ 
cuse. N.Y. 13202. Authority sought to 
operate as a Common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Canned and preserved foodstuffs, 
from South Dayton (Cattaraugus Coun- 
tv). N.Y., and points within fiftv miles of 
Rochester, N.Y., to points in Maine, New 
Hampshire and Vermont. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
IT a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Rochester. Syracuse 
or Buffalo, N.Y.; or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 46 2) fi led 
March 29, 1976 Applicant: SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT. INC., 2661 South Broad¬ 
way. Green Bay. WLs. 54304. Applicant's 
representative: Neil A. DuJardin. P O. 
Box 2298, Green Bay. Wls. 54306. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, bv motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Softener textile 
combined with cloth synthetic, not woven 
or knitted, from the facilities of The 
Proctor & Gamble Company, located at 
Green Bay, Wis., to points in and east 
of North Dakota. South Dakota, Ne¬ 
braska. Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas 
(except Chicago, Ill., and points in its 
Commercial Zone). 

Note. —Common control may bo involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. 91) filed 
March 29, 1970. Applicant: ACE LINES, 
INC., 4143 East 43rd Street. Des Moines, 
Iowa 50317. Applicant’s representative: 
William L. Fairbank, 1980 Financial Cen¬ 
ter. Des Moines. Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Wood fibreboard and ma¬ 
terials used in the installation thereof, 
from the facilities of Masonite Corpora¬ 
tion, located at Bloomington, Minn., to 


points in Iowa, Nebraska, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Wisconsin and Wyoming. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be heM at St. Paid, 
Minn. 

No. MC 61396 (Sub-No. 305) filed 
April 2, 1976. Applicant: HERMAN 

BROS. INC., 2565 St. Marys Avenue, P.O. 
Box 189, Omaha, Nebr. 68101. Applicant’s 
representative: John E. Smith, n (Same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients , 
from the plantsite and storage facilities 
of Occidental Chemical Company located 
at or near Grant. Nebr., to points in 
Colorado, Iowa. Kansas, Missouri, North 
Dakota, Oklahoma. South Dakota, and 
Wyoming. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Houston, Tex. or Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 69833 (Sub-No. 115), filed 
March 29. 1976. Applicant: ASSOCI¬ 
ATED TRUCK LINES, INC., Vandenberg 
Center, Grand Rapids, Mich. 49502. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Harry Pohlad 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Composition board, ply¬ 
wood. accessories and materials, used in 
the installation and sale thereof, from 
the plantsite and warehouse facilities of 
Abitibi Corporation located in Lucas 
County, Ohio to points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan. Ohio, 
West Virginia and that part of Pennsyl¬ 
vania on and west of U.S. Highway 219. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Detroit 
or Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 73165 (Sub-No. 383), filed 
March 29, 1976. Applicant: EAGLE 

MOTOR LINES, INC., 830 North 33rd 
Street. P.O. Box 11086, Birmingham, Ala. 
35202. Applicant's representative: Wil¬ 
liam P. Parker (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Pipe, 
valves , hydrants, hydrant sections and 
components, parts, attachments, and ac¬ 
cessories, for pipe, valves, hydrants and 
hydrant sections, from the plantsite 
facilities of Mueller Co., located at Chat¬ 
tanooga, Tenn., to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Chicago. HI., or Birmingham, Ala. 

No. MC 97699 (Sub-No. 45), filed 
March 31, 1976. Applicant: BARBER 
TRANSPORTATION CO., Dead wood 
Avenue, P.O. Drawer 1970, Rapid City, 
S. Dak. 57701. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Leslie R. Kehl, Suite 1600 Lincoln 
Center Bldg., 1660 Lincoln Street, Den¬ 
ver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value. Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by the 


Commission, commodities in bulk and 
those requiring special equipment), be¬ 
tween Sioux Falls. S. Dak., and Omaha. 
Nebr.: From Sioux Falls over Interstate 
Highway 29 to Omaha, Nebr., and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving no in¬ 
termediate points, and as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant req\iesrts It be held at Omaha. 
Nebr. 

No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 739), filed 
March 29. 1976. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 525 South 
Main, Tulsa. Okla. 74103. Applicant's 
representative: Irvin Tull (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common corner, by motor vehi¬ 
cle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Composition board, plywood, accessories 
and materials, used in the installation 
and sale thereof, from the plant and 
warehouse sites of Abitibi Corporation 
located in Lucas County. Ohio, to points 
in the United States in and east of Colo¬ 
rado. Nebraska, North Dakota, Okla¬ 
homa, South Dakota and Texas. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved, 
if a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at either Detroit, 
Mich, or Chicago, IiL 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. 969), filed 
March 30, 1976. Applicant: MATLACK. 
INC., 10 West Baltimore Avenue, Lans- 
downe. Pa. 19050. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: John Nelson (same address as ap¬ 
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Tallow, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Holden 
and Violet. La., to points in Arkansas. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at New Orleans, La. 

No. MC 108053 (Sub-No. 129). filed 
March 29, 1976. Applicant: LITTLE AU¬ 
DREY’S TRANSPORTATION COM¬ 
PANY, INC., 1520 W. 23rd Street, P.O. 
Box 129, Fremont, Nebr. 68025. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Arnold L. Burke, 
180 North La Salle Street, Chicago, m. 
60801. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products and meat by-products and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as described in Sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the repor'; in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates , 61 
M.C.C. 209, from St. Charles, HI., to 
points in Arizona, California, Oregon, 
Washington and Utah. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Chicago. IU. 

No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. 91), filed 
March 1, 1976. Applicant: A. J. METLER 
HAULING L RIGGING, INC.. 117 ChJca- 
mauga Avenue. Knoxville. Tenn. 37917. 
Applicant’s representative: Louis J. 
Amato, P.O. Box E, Bowling Green, Ky. 
42101. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Glass 
and glass glazing units, from Webster, 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 89—THURSDAY, MAY 4, 1976 






NOTICES 


18743 


Mass.; to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Florida, Georgia, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Massachusetts, Mississippi, 
North Carolina. Oklahoma, Pennsylva¬ 
nia. South Carolina. Tennessee, Texas, 
Virginia and West Virginia; and (2) 
equipment, materials, and supplies , used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
the commodities described in (1) above, 
from points in Iowa, Kansas, Oklahoma. 
Texas and Wisconsin and points in the 
United States east thereof, to Webster. 
Mass. 

Note. —It a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either Bos¬ 
ton. Mass, or LouisvlUe, Ky. 

No. MC 110563 (Sub-No. 177), filed 
March 31, 1976. Applicant: COLDWAY 
FOOD EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 747, 
Ohio Building, Sidney, Ohio 45365. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Joseph M. Scan- 
lan, 111 W. Washington Avenue, Chi¬ 
cago, HI. 60602. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting : 
Foodstuffs , from the plantsite of The 
Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Company. 
Inc., located at or near Plymouth, Wis., 
to points in Connecticut, Delaware. 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey. New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. Vermont, 
Virginia, West Virginia and the District 
of Columbia, restricted to traffic origi¬ 
nating at the plantsite of The Great At¬ 
lantic & Pacific Tea Company. Inc., lo¬ 
cated at or near Plymouth, Wis. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C. or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 111302 (Sub-No. 87), filed 
March 30, 1976. Applicant: HIGHWAY 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 10470,1500 
Amherst Road, Knoxville, Tenn. 37949. 
Applicant’s representative: David A. 
Peterson (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Tereph- 
thallic acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Decatur, Ala., to Fiberton, N.C., and 
Darlington, S.C. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C., or 
New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 111545 (Sub-No. 220) filed 
April 2, 1976. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION COMPANY. INC.. 1425 
Franklin Road. S.E.. Marietta, Ga. 30067. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert E. 
Born, P.O. Box 6426, Station A, Marietta, 
Ga. 30065. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Lumber , 
cross arms, floor blocks, piling poles, 
posts, and ties, from the plantsite and 
facilities of Southern Wood Piedmont 
Company, at Chattanooga. Tenn.: East 
Point. Ga.; and Spartanburg, S.C., to 
points in the United States in and east 
of Arkansas. Iowa, Louisiana, Missouri 
and Wisconsin. 

Note.—I f a hearing la deemed necessary, 
applicants requests It be held at Atlanta, Ga.. 
or Charlotte, N.C. 


No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 630 >. filed 
March 22,1976. Applicant: PUROLATOR 
COURIER CORP., 3333 New Hyde Park 
Road, New Hyde Park, N.Y. 11040. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Russell S. Bern- 
hard, 1625 K Street NW., Washington. 
D.C. 20005. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Video 
tapes, video heads and related repair 
parts and supplies, between points in the 
United States (except Alaska, Hawaii, 
Delaware, New Jersey and Vermont), re¬ 
stricted against the transportation of 
packages or articles weighing in excess 
of 100 pounds in the aggregate. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier au¬ 
thority In MC 112750 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be Involved. 
Common control may also be involved. If a 
hearing Is deemed necessary, the applicant 
requests it be held at Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 635), filed 
April 2, 1976. Applicant: PUROLATOR 
COURIER CORP., 3333 New Hyde Park 
Rd., New Hyde Park, N.Y. 11040. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Russell S. Bern- 
hard. 1625 K St.. NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Busi¬ 
ness papers, records, audit and account¬ 
ing media of all kinds; and (2) emer¬ 
gency small automobile parts, restricted 
against the transportation of packages 
or articles weighing more than 50 pounds 
per package or 100 pounds in the aggre¬ 
gate from one cosignor to one consignee 
on any one day, (a) between Lanham, 
Md. and Washington, D.C.; and (b) be¬ 
tween Boston, Mass., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Maine. Mas¬ 
sachusetts, New Hampshire and Rhode 
Island, restricted in the above to traffic 
having an immediately prior or sub¬ 
sequent movement by air. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier au¬ 
thority In MC 112750 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be involved. 
Common control may also be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, the applicant 
requests it be held at Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 636), filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: PUROLATOR 
COURIER CORP., 3333 New Hyde Park 
Rd.. New Hyde Park, N.Y. 11040. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Russell S. Bern- 
hard. 1625 K St.. N.W., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Busi¬ 
ness papers, records, audit and account¬ 
ing media of all kinds, (a) between New¬ 
port News, Va. and Charlotte, N.C.; (b) 
between Charlottesville, Va. and Char¬ 
lotte, N.C.; and (v) between Martinsville, 
Va., on the one hand, and, on the other. 
Kings Mountain, Rockingham, and Rox- 
boro, N.C.; and (2) emergency small re¬ 
pair parts, plumbing, electrical and office 
supplies, restricted against the the trans¬ 
portation of packages or articles we!gh-_ 
ing more than 100 pounds in the aggre¬ 
gate from one consignor to one consignee 
on any one day, between Newport News, 
Va. and Charlotte, N.C. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in No. MC 112750 and subs there¬ 


under, therefore dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. Common control may also be In¬ 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests It be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 637), filed 
March 24.1976. Applicant: PUROLATOR 
COURIER CORP.. 3333 New Hyde Park 
Road, New Hyde Park, N.Y. 11040. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Russell S. Bern- 
hard, 1625 K Street, N.W.. Washington. 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Urine samples; and (2) business papers, 
records, audit and accounting media, be¬ 
tween points in Ohio, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic having an im¬ 
mediately prior or subsequent movement 
by air. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 112750 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be Involved. 
Common control may also be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, the applicant 
does not specify location. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 639), filed 
April 2, 1976. Applicant: PUROLATOR 
COURIER CORP., 3333 New Hyde Park 
Road. New Hyde Park, N.Y. 11040. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Russell S. Bern- 
hard. 1625 K St.. N.W. Washington, D.C. 
2006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Formal 
wear aind related articles, between Park¬ 
ersburg, W. Va., on the one hand. and. 
on the other, Cumberland, Frederick, and 
Hagerstown, Md.; and points in Ohio, 
Pennsylvania and Virginia. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority In No. MC 112750 and subs there¬ 
under, therefore dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. Common control may also bo In¬ 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 640). filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: PUROLATOR 
COURIER CORP.. 3333 New Hyde Park 
Road, New Hyde Park, N.Y. 11040. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Russell S. Bern- 
hard. 1625 K. St.. N.W., Washington. 
D.C. 2006. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Petroleum samples and related business 
papers, between Richmond, Va., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Madison- 
ville, Campbellsville and Lexington, Ky. ; 
Huntington and Clarksburg, W. Va.: 
Baltimore, Md.; and Seaford, Del. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in No. MC 112750 and subs there¬ 
under. therefore dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. Common control may also be In¬ 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 112184 (Sub-No. 48), filed April 
1, 1976. Applicant: THE MANFREDI 
MOTOR TRANSIT COMPANY, a Corpo¬ 
ration, 11250 Kinsman Road, Newbury. 
Ohio 44065. Applicant’s representative: 
John P. McMahon, 100 E. Broad St., Co¬ 
lumbus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
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ing: Corn products and blends contain¬ 
ing com products. In bulk, In tank ve¬ 
hicles. from the facilities of A. E. Staley 
Manufacturing Company, at or near 
Lafayette, Ind., to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii), 
limited to a transportation service to be 
performed under a continuing contract 
or contracts with A. E. Staley Manu¬ 
facturing Company, at Lafayette, Ind. 

Not*. —Applicant holds common carrier 
authority in MC 128302 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 112595 (Sub-No. 63). filed 
March 23, 1976. Applicant: FORD 

BROTHERS. INC., P.O. Box 727. Iron- 
ton, Ohio 45638. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Jerry B. Sellman. 50 West Broad 
Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Rolling processing 
fluids and lubricating oils, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles and shipper owned 
containers, from Columbus, Ohio, to 
Phoenix, AriZr, and the ports of entry 
on the International Boundary line be¬ 
tween the United States and Canada, 
located at Buffalo, N.Y.; and (2) ingre¬ 
dients and raw materials, used in the 
manufacture of rolling processing fluids 
and lubricating oils, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles and shipper owned containers, 
from Coldwater. Mich., and Muncie, Ind., 
to Columbus, Ohio. 

Not*. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Colum¬ 
bus, Ohio, or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. 263). filed 
March 31, 1976. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Rd., Chicago, Ill. 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arnold L. 
Burke, 180 North LaSalle St.. Chicago. 
HI. 60601. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Corn 
products and blends containing corn 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
the facilities of A. F. Staley Manufactur¬ 
ing Company located at or near Lafay¬ 
ette. Ind., to points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Not*. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 

m. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. 265). filed 
March 29, 1976. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., 324 Manhard Street, 
P.O. Box 420, Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Daniel Sullivan. 
327 South La Salle, Chicago, HI. 60604. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lumber, lumber 
products, plywood and incidental para¬ 
phernalia, from Camden, N.J., to points 
in the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either . 
San Francisco. Calif, or Portland, Oreg. 

No. MC 114457 (Sub-No. 257), filed 
March 26, 1976. Applicant; DART 


TRANSIT COMPANY, 2102 University 
Avenue, St. Paul, Minn. 55114. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert D. Gisvold, 
1000 First National Bank Bank Bldg., 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Plastic flower pots and 
trays, from Lakeville. Minn., to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note: —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn, or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 114569 (Sub-No. 137) , filed 
March 29, 1976. Applicant: SHAFFER 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 418, New 
Kingstown, Pa. 17072. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: N. L. Cummins (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Hair and skin care products, toilet prep¬ 
arations, and equipment, materials, and 
supplies, used in the distribution thereof 
(except chemicals and commodities in 
bulk). in vehicles equipped with mechan¬ 
ical temperature control devices, from 
West Memphis. Ark., to points in Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa. Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, New 
Hampshire. New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania. Rhode Island. Vermont, 
West Virginia. Wisconsin, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary. applicant 
requests it be held at Memphis. Tenn., or 
Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 115331 (Sub-No. 407), filed 
March 29, 1976. Applicant: TRUCK 
TRANSPORT, INCORPORATED, 29 
Clayton Hills Lane, St. Louis, Mo. 63131. 
Applicant’s representative: J. R. Ferris, 
230 St. Clair Avenue, East St. Louis, HI. 
62201. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (l) 
Ground clay and clay products . in bulk, 
from points in Scott County, Mo., to 
points in Arkansas. Hlinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky. Michigan. Min¬ 
nesota, Nebraska, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania. Tennessee, Texas, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin; and (2) c lay, in 
bulk, from points in Pulaski County, HI., 
to points in Alabama and Oklahoma. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 115495 (Sub-No. 29), filed 
March 29, 1976. Applicant: UNITED 
PARCEL SERVICE, INC., 300 North 2nd 
Street, St. Charles, HI. 60174. Applicant’s 
representative: J. Robert Peterson, 51 
Weaver Street, Greenwich Office Park 5, 
Greenwich, Conn. 06830. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities ex¬ 
cept thqse of unusual value, Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), (1) between the plantsite of 
Marshall Field and Company, located in 


Chicago, HI., on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in Alabama, Arizona, 
Arkansas, California, Colorado, Florida. 
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa. Kansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan. Min¬ 
nesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, 
Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, North 
Dakota, North Carolina, Ohio, Okla¬ 
homa. Oregon, South Dakota. South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Wash¬ 
ington, Wisconsin and Wyoming; and 
(2) between the plantsite of Marshall 
Field and Company, located at Chicago, 
HI., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Pennsylvania, West Virginia! 
and Virginia, within ten miles of the 
Pennsylvania-Ohio, the West Virginia- 
Kentucky, the Virginia-Kentucky, the 
Virginia-Tennessee, or the Virginia- 
North Carolina state lines, restricted 
against the transportation of any pack¬ 
age or article weighing more than 50 
pounds or exceeding 108 inches in length 
and girth combined, hnd each package 
or article shall be considered as a sepa¬ 
rate and distinct shipment, and further 
restricted against the transportation of 
packages or articles weighing hi the ag¬ 
gregate more than 100 pounds from one 
consignor at one location to one con¬ 
signee at one location on any one day. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 13426 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be involved. 
Common control may also be involved. If a 
hearing Is deemed necessary, the applicant 
requests it be held at New York, N Y. 

No. MC 115904 (Sub-No. 49>, filed 
April 1. 1976. Applicant: GROVER 

TRUCKING CO., a Corporation. 1710 
West Broadway, Idaho Falls, Idaho 
83401. Applicant's representative: Irene 
Warr, 430 Judge Building, Salt Lake City. 
Utah 84111. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
CalcUied fire clay, in bulk, from Bovill. 
Idaho, to Sumas, Wash. 

Note. — It a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either Seat¬ 
tle. Wash, or Boise, Idaho. 

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 336), (Correc¬ 
tion) filed March 1, 1976, published in 
the Federal Register issue of April 1. 
1976, republished as corrected this issue. 
Applicant: CARL SUBLER TRUCKING, 
INC., North West Street, Versailles. Ohio 
45380. Applicant’s representative: H. M. 
Richters (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Canned, prepared 
or preserved foodstuffs, from points in 
Spartanburg County, S.C., to points in 
Alabama, Georgia, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas. 
Kentucky, Minnesota, Missouri. Nebras¬ 
ka, North Carolina, North Dakota. South 
Dakota, Tennessee, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia and Wisconsin, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the plantsite and warehouse facilities of 
Cherokee Products Co., in Spartanburg 
County, S.C. 

Note. —The purpose of this republicaticm 
is to correct the requested authority in this 
proceeding. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Atlanta, 
Ga. 
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No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 339>. filed 
March 26. 1976. Applicant: CARL SUB - 
LER TRUCKING. INC.. Nortli West 
Street, Versailles, Ohio 45380. Applicant’s 
representative: H. M. Richters (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
veliicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Such commodities as are used, dis¬ 
tributed, or dealt in by automotive, vehic¬ 
ular, or engine supply outlets, manu¬ 
facturers, or distributors, from the 
Lower Peninsula of Michigan, to points 
in Florida. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant "requests It be held at Tampa. 

Fla. 

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 340*. filed 
April 1, 1976. Applicant: CARL SUB- 
LER TRUCKING, INC., North West 
Street, Versailles, Ohio 45380. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: H. M. Rltchers 
tsarne address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Iron and steel wire, cable, 
strand and spiral, from the plantsite and 
facilities of Wire Mil, Inc., at or near 
Sanderson. Fla., to points in the United 
States < except Alaska, Hawaii and 
Florida). 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Miami. Fla. 

No. MC 117503 (Sub-No. 1 0), fi led 
March 30, 1976. Applicant: HATFIELD 
TRUCKING SERVICE, INC.. 1625 North 
C. Street, Sacramento, Calif. 95814. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Eldon M. John¬ 
son. 650 California Street. Suite 2808, 
San Francisco, Calif. 94108. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept used household goods, personal ef¬ 
fects and office, store and institution 
furniture, fixtures and equipment not 
packed in salesmen’s hand sample cases, 
suitcases, overnight or boston bags, brief 
cases, hat boxes, valises, traveling bags, 
trunks, lift vans, barrels, boxes, cartons, 
crates, cases, baskets, pails, kits, tubs, 
drums, bags, jute, cotton, burlap or 
gunny, or bundles completely wrapped in 
jute, cotton, burlap, gunny, fibreboard, or 
straw matting; automobiles, trucks and 
buses, viz.: hew and used, finished or un¬ 
finished passenger automobiles, includ¬ 
ing jeeps, ambulances, hearses and taxis, 
freight automobiles, automobile chassis, 
trucks, truck chassis, truck trailers, 
trucks and trailers combined, buses and 
bus chassis; livestock, viz.: barrows, 
boars, bulls, butcher hogs, calves, cattle, 
cows, dairy cattle, ewes, feeder pigs, 
gilts, goats, heifers, hogs, kids, lambs, 
oxen, pigs, rams, bucks, sheep, sheep 
camp outfits, sows, steers, stags, swine 
or wethers; liquids, compressed gases, 
commodities in semi-plastic form and 
commodities in suspension in liquids in 
bulk, in tank trucks, tank trailers, tank 
semitrailers or a combination of such 
highway vehicles; commodities when 
transported in bulk in dump-type trucks 
or trailer or in hopper-type trucks or 


trailers; commodities when transported 
in motor vehicles equipped for mechani¬ 
cal mixing in transit: Portland or similar 
cements, in bulk or packages, when 
loaded substantially to capacity of motor 
vehicle; logs; trailer coaches and camp¬ 
ers, including integral parts and contents 
when the contents are within the trailer 
coach or camper: radiopharmaceuticals, 
radioactive chemicals, live animals or 
diagnostic kits). (1) between Williams, 
Calif., and Sacramento. Calif., serving all 
intermediate points: From Williams over 
Interstate Highway 5 to Sacramento, and 
return over the same route. (2) between 
Marysville, Calif., and Modesto, Calif., 
serving all intermediate points: From 
Marysville, over California Highway 99 
to Modesto, and return over the same 
route. (3) between Marysville. Calif., and 
Roseville. Calif., serving all intermediate 
points: From Marysville over California 
Highway 65 to Roseville, and return over 
the same route, (4) between Williams, 
Calif., and Marysville. Calif., serving all 
intermediate points: From Williams over 
California Highway 20 to Marysville, and 
return over the same route. 

(5> between Sacramento, Calif., and 
Placerville. Calif., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points: From Sacramento over 
U.S. Highway 50 to Placerville, and re¬ 
turn over the same route, (6) between 
San Francisco, Calif., and Auburn, Calif.. 
serving all intermediate points: From 
San Francisco over Interstate Highway 
80 to Auburn, and return over the same 
route. (7) between Pinole, Calif., and 
Stockton. Calif., serving all intermediate 
points: From Pinole over California 
Highway 4 to Stockton, and return over 
the same route. (8) betw*een San Fran¬ 
cisco, Calif, and Stockton, Calif., serving 
all intermediate points: From San Fran¬ 
cisco over Interstate Highway 580 to 
junction Interstate Highway 205, thence 
over Interstate Highway 205 to junction 
Interstate Highway 5. thence over Inter¬ 
state Highway 5 to Stockton, and return 
over the same route. 

(9) serving the off-route point in (1) 
through (8) above of Sierra Ordnance 
Depot, located at Herlong, Calif.. (10) 
serving the off-route points in (1) 
through (8) of points in Alameda, Ama¬ 
dor, Butte, Contra Costa. Marin, Sacra¬ 
mento. Santa Clara. San Joaquin. San 
Mateo. Solano, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba 
Counties, Calif., restricted against local 
service involving a motor carrier move¬ 
ment with both an origin and destina¬ 
tion solely between points in Alameda. 
Contra Costa, Marin, San Francisdo, San 
Mateo and Santa Clara Counties, Calif, 
is authorized. 

Note. —The purpose of this application is 
to convert applicant's present Certificate of 
Registration held In No. MC 117503 (Sub-No. 
8) to a Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Sacramento or San Francisco, Calif. 

No. MC 118468 (Sub-No. 45), filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: UMTHUN 
TRUCKING CO., 910 South Jackson, 
P.O. Box 166, Eagle Grove, Iowa 50533. 
Applicant’s representative: Patrick E. 


Quinn, P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract * carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Lumber, 
lumber products, and building materials 
(except iron and steel and iron and steel 
products, anti except commodities in 
bulk), from points in Alabama, Arkan¬ 
sas. Georgia, Louisiana. Mississippi, and 
Texas, to points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas. Kentucky. Michigan, Minnesota. 
Missouri, Nebraska. North Dakota, Ohio. 
South Dakota. Tennessee and Wisconsin, 
under a continuing contract, or con¬ 
tracts, with Emmer Bros., Inc. 

Note. —Applicant hold common carrier au¬ 
thority in No. MC 124813 and subs there¬ 
under. therefore dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests it be held at Minneapolis. 
Minn. 

No. MC 119229 iSub-No. ID, filed 
March 12. 1976. Applicant: ORLANDO 
TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 132,10 Glory 
Rd., R.D. 3, Lebanon, N.J. 08833. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Bert Collins, Suite 
6193. 5 World Trade Center, New York. 
N.Y. 10048. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Paper and paper and plastic products. 
from Edst Brunswick, N.J., to New York. 
N.Y., and points in Nassau. Orange. 
Rockland, Suffolk and Westchester Coun¬ 
ties, N.Y., points in Fairfield, Hartford 
and New* Haven Counties, Conn., and 
points in New* Jersey and Philadelphia. 
'Pa., under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with Hudson Pulp & Paper Co.; 
(2) hospital supplies and equipment. 
from East Brunswick. N.J.. to points in 
Connecticut, Delaware, Maryland, Mas¬ 
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey. 
New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. 
Vermont, Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia, under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Beta Health Care Prod¬ 
ucts. Inc. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at New York, 
N.Y. 

No. MC 119399 (Sub-No. 57), filed 
March 22, 1976. Applicant: CONTRACT 
FREIGHTERS, INC., 2900 Davis Boule¬ 
vard, P.O. Box 1375, Joplin, Mo. 6480L 
Applicant’s representative: David L. 
Sitton (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Malt beverages, in 
containers, (a) from Evansville, Ind., to 
Fayetteville. Ark.: (b) from Ft. Worth, 
Tex., to Blytheville and Paragould. Ark.; 
(c) from Longview*. Tex., to Bartlesville. 
Miami, and Tulsa, Okla.: (d) from 
Memphis, Tenn., to points in Arkansas 
(except Fayetteville); (e) from Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis.. to Hannibal. Nevada, St. 
Joseph, and West Plains. Mo.; (f) from 
Omaha. Nebr., to Joplin, Nevada and 
West Plains, Mo., and points in Ar¬ 
kansas; and (g) from St. Paul, Minn, to 
Chillicothe and St. Joseph, Mo. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Little Rock, 
Ark., or Oklahoma City. Okla. 


FEDERAL REGISTER. VOL. 41, NO. 89—THURSDAY, MAY 6, 1976 





18746 


NOTICES 


No. MC 119777 (Sub-No. 329). filed 
March 29, 1976. Applicant: LIGON 

SPECIALIZED HAULER, INC., Highway 
85 East, Madisonville, Ky. 42431. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Carl U. Hurst. 
P.O. Drawer “L”, Madisonville, Ky. 42431. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Particleboard, from 
the plantsite and warehouse facilities of 
Vanply, Inc., located at or near Many, 
La., to points in the United States in and 
east of North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Nebraska, Colorado, and New Mexico. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority In MC 126970 and subs there¬ 
under. therefore dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. Common control may also be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at either Charlotte. 
N.C., Atlanta, Ga., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 120737 (Sub-No. 36>, filed 
March 30, 1976. Applicant: STAR DE¬ 
LIVERY & TRANSFER, INC., South 
Fourth Avenue, P.O. Box 39, Canton, Ill. 
61520. Applicant’s representative: Char¬ 
les E. Long (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, Transporting: (1) Agricultural 
machinery implements and parts , as de¬ 
scribed in Appendix XII to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209, from Canton, Ill., 
to points in Arkansas, Louisiana and 
Texas, restricted to traffic originating at 
the plantsites and warehouses of Inter¬ 
national Harvester Company, located at 
Canton, Ill.; and (2) materials, equip¬ 
ment and supplies, used in the manufac¬ 
ture and distribution of agricultural ma¬ 
chinery, implements and parts as de¬ 
scribed in Appendix XII to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209. 292-294, from 
points in Arkansas, Louisiana and Texas 
to Canton, Ill., restricted to traffic origi¬ 
nating at the above named states and 
destined to the plantsites and ware¬ 
houses of International Harvester Com¬ 
pany, located at Canton. HI. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Ill. 

No. MC 123405 (Sub-No. 45), filed 
March 29, 1976. Applicant: FOOD 

TRANSPORT, INC., R.D. No. 1, Thom- 
asville, Pa. 17364. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Christian V. Graf, 407 North Front 
Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 17101. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum products in 
containers, oil filters and vehicle body 
sealer and sound deadener compound, 
from Congo and St. Marys, W. Va., to 
points in Arkansas, Oklahoma and 
Texas. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Ls deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Harirsburg, Pa. 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 124170 (Sub-No. 55), filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: FROSTWAYS, 
INC., 3900 Orleans. Detroit, Mich. 48207. 
Applicant’s representative: William J. 
Boyd, 600 Enterprise Drive, Suite 222, 


Oak Brook, HI. 60521. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Prepared flour mixes and frosting or 
icing mixes, from Chelsea. Mich., to 
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, Okla¬ 
homa, Tennessee and Texas. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Detroit, Mich, or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 124328 (Sub-No. 97). filed 
March 30, 1976. Applicant: BRINK’S IN¬ 
CORPORATED, 234 East 24th Street, 
Chicago, HI. 60616. Applicants repre¬ 
sentative: Chandler L. van Orman, 704 
Southern Building, Washington, D.C. 
20005. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Commer¬ 
cial papers, documents, written instru¬ 
ments, business records , securities, audit 
media, cash letters . data processing rec¬ 
ords, reports , forms or media on paper, 
cards, tape or film, as are used in the 
business of banks, banking and other 
financial institutions, between Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Ashland, Ashtabula, 
Athens, Belmont, Carroll, Champaign, 
Clark, Columbiana, Coshocton, Craw¬ 
ford, Cuyahoga, Delaware, Erie. Fair- 
field, Fayette, Franklin. Geauga, Gallia, 
Guernsey, Hancock. Hardin, Harrison, 
Highland, Hocking. Holmes, Huron, 
Jackson, Jefferson, Knox, Lake, Law f - 
rence, Licking, Logan, Lorain, Lucaus, 
Madison. Mahoning, Marion. Medina, 
Meigs, Monroe, Morgan. Morrow, Mus¬ 
kingum, Noble, Ottawa, Pickaway, Perry, 
Pike, Portage, Richland, Ross, San¬ 
dusky, Sciota, Seneca, Stark, Summit, 
Trumbull, Tuscarawas, Union, Vinton, 
Washington, Wayne, Wyandot, and 
Wood Counties, Ohio, those points in 
Barbour, Berkeley, Boone. Braxton, 
Brooke, Cabell, Calhoun, Clay, Dod¬ 
dridge, Fayette, Gilmer. Grant, Green¬ 
brier, Hancock, Hampshire, Harrison, 
Hardy, Jackson, Jefferson, Kanawha, 
Lewis, Lincoln, Logan, Marion, Marshall, 
Mason, Mineral, Monongalia. Monroe, 
Morgan, Necholas, Ohio, Pendleton, 
Pleasants, Pochahontas, Preston, Put¬ 
nam, Raleigh, Randolph, Ritchie, Roane, 
Summers, Taylor, Tucker, Tyler. Upshur, 
Wayne, Webster and Wetzel Counties, 
W. Va., and those points in Allegany, 
Anne Arundel, Baltimore, Carroll, 
Charles. Frederick, Garrett, Harford, 
Howard, Montgomery, Prince Georges 
and Washington Counties, Md., under a 
continuing contract or contracts with 
Federal Reserve Bank of Cleveland, 
Pittsburgh National Bank and Mellon 
Bank, N. A. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at either Pittsburgh, Pa. 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 125433 (Sub-No. 75), filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: F-B TRUCK 
LINE COMPANY, 1945 South Redwood 
Rd., Salt Lake City. Utah 84104. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Alan R. Wilson 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 


by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Pre-finished vinyl and 
covered paneling, particleboard, hard- 
board or composition board and mold¬ 
ing, from the plantsite of Sioux Veneer 
Panel Co., located at or near Boise. 
Idaho, to points in the United States 
(-except Alaska and Hawaii), restricted 
to shipments originating at the plantsite 
of Sioux Veneer Panel Co., located at or 
near Boise. Idaho. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved 
If a hearing ls deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests It be held at either Salt 
Lake City, Utah or Boise, Idaho. 

No. MC 125470 (Sub No. 14), filed 
March 31, 1976. Anplicant: MOORE’S 
TRANSFER. INC., P.O. Box 1151, Nor¬ 
folk, Nebr. 68701. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Gailyn L. Larsen, 521 South 14t.h 
Street, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting* (1) Salt 
and salt products, and materials and. 
supplies used in the agricultural, water 
treatment, food processing, wholesale 
grocery and institutional supply indus¬ 
tries, in mixed loads with salL-and salt 
products, (a) from the plantsite and fa¬ 
cilities of Hardy Salt Company, located 
at or near Lake Point, Utah, to points in 
Colorado, Iowa, Hlinois, Kansas, Minne¬ 
sota, Missouri. Montana, Nebraska. 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Wisconsin, 
and Wyoming: and (b) from the plant- 
site and facilities of Hardy Salt Com¬ 
pany, located at or near WilHston, N. 
Dak., to points in Colorado, Idaho, Iowa. 
Montana, Nebraska. Wyoming, and 
Utah; and (2) chemicals . between the 
plantsites and facilities of Hardy Salt 
Company, located at or near Lake Point. 
Utah, and at or near Williston, N. Dak. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Lincoln, Nebr., or Salt Lake City, Utah. 

No. MC 125470 (Sub-No. 15). filed 
March 31. 1976. Applicant: MOORE’S 
TRANSFER. INC., P.O. Box 1161. Nor¬ 
folk, Nebr. 68701. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Gailyn L. Larsen, 521 South 14th 
St.. P.O. Box 81849. Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Salt and salt prod¬ 
ucts, and materials and supplies, used in 
the agricultural. w*ater treatment, food 
processing, wholesale grocery, and insti¬ 
tutional supply industries, in mixed loads 
with salt and salt products, from the 
plantsite and facilities of Great Salt 
Lake Minerals & Chemicals Corporation 
located at or near Little Mountain, Utah, 
to points in Hlinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kan¬ 
sas, Minnesota. Missouri, Nebraska, 
North Dakota, South Dakota and Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Lincoln. Nebr. or Salt Lake City, Utah. 

No. MC 125470 (Sub-No. 16). filed 
March 31, 1B70. Applicant: MOORE'S 
TRANSFER, INC., P.O. Box 1151, Nor¬ 
folk, Nebr. 68701. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Gailyn L. Larsen, 521 S. 14th St., 
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P.O. Box 81849. Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Salt and salt 
products, and materials and supplies, 
used in the agricultural, water treatment, 
food processing, wholesale grocery, and 
institutional supply industries, in mixed 
loads with salt and salt products. (1) 
from the plantsite and facilities of Mor¬ 
ton Salt Company, a Division of Morton- 
Norwich Products. Inc., at or near Salt- 
air, Utah, to points in Colorado, Illinois, 
Iowa. Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Mon¬ 
tana. Nebraska, North Dakota. South Da¬ 
kota, Wisconsin and Wyoming; and (2) 
from the plantsite and warehouse facili¬ 
ties of American Salt Co., at or near 
Solar and Salt Lake City, Utah, to points 
in Colorado, Iowa, Illinois, Kansas, Min¬ 
nesota, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Wisconsin 
and Wyoming. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Lincoln. 
Nebr., or Salt Lake City, Utah. 

No. MC 126094 (Sub-No. 6), filed 
April 1, 1976. Applicant: ARTHUR 

TROTZKE, P.O. Box 128, Farmersburg, 
Ind. 47850. Applicant's representative: 
Edwin J. Simcox, 601 Chamber of Com¬ 
merce Bldg., 320 N. Meridian St., Indi¬ 
anapolis, Ind. 46204. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Forest products, lumber rough 
sawed, and pallets, from points in Vigo 
and Sullivan Counties, Ind., to points in 
Illinois, Kentucky. Michigan, and Ohio. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Indianapolis, 
Ind., or Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC 126930 <Sub-No. 12), filed 
March 25, 1976. Applicant: BRAZOS 
TRANSPORT, INC., 339 East 34th Street, 
Lubbock, Tex. 79404. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Richard Hubbert, 1607 Broad¬ 
way, Lubbock, Tex. 79408. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Finished paper , from 
Pryor, Okla., to Westwego, La., and 
Shoals, Ind. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either Lub¬ 
bock or Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 128021 (Sub-No. 23), filed 
March 29, 1976. Applicant: DIVERSI¬ 
FIED PRODUCTS TRUCKING COR¬ 
PORATION. 309 Williamson Avenue, 
Opelika. Ala. 36801. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Robert E. Tate, P.O. Box 517, 
Evergreen, Ala. 36401. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (A)(1) Wax impregnated sawdust 
Jogs; (2) charcoal; and (3) wood chips, 
lighter fluid, and items used in outdoor 
cooking in mixed loads with the com¬ 
modities in (1) and (2) above, from 
Points in Tucker County. W. Va., to 
Points in Alabama, Arkansas, Connecti¬ 
cut. Delaware. Florida, Georgia, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Maine. Maryland. Massachusetts,'Michi- 
gan * Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, 


New’ Hampshire. New Jersey, New r York. 
North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma. Penn¬ 
sylvania, Rhode Island. South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Texas. Vermont, Virginia, 
West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia: and (B) materials and 
supplies used In the manufacture of the 
commodities named in (A) (1), (2) and 
(3) above (except commodities in bulk, 
in tank vehicles), from points in Ala¬ 
bama, Arkansas, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia, Illinois. Indiana, Iowa, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine. Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Mississippi. Missouri, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, 
Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, Sou tli Carolina, Temiessee, Texas, 
Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, Wis¬ 
consin. and the District of Columbia, to 
points in Tucker County, W. Va., under 
a continuing contract, or contracts, with 
The Kingsford Company. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either Louis¬ 
ville. Ky., or Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 129032 (Sub-No. 19), filed 
March 22, 1976. Applicant: TOM IN¬ 
MAN TRUCKING, INC., 6015 South 
49th West Avenue, Tulsa, Okla. 74107. 
Applicant’s representative: Martin J. 
Rosen, 256 Montgomery Street, San 
Francisco, Calif. 94104. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Canned and preserved food¬ 
stuffs, from points in California, to points 
in Arkansas. Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, 
Minnesota. Missouri, Nebraska, North 
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, South Dakota, 
Tennessee. Texas, and Wisconsin. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at San Fran¬ 
cisco. Calif. 

No. MC 129387 (Sub-No. 21), filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: BILL PAYNE, 
doing business as BILL PAYNE TRUCK¬ 
ING COMPANY, P.O. Box 1271, Huron, 
S. Dak. 57350. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: William J. Boyd, 600 Enterprise 
Drive, Suite 222, Oak Brook, HI. 60521. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Canned 
foods and pet foods, from Port Newark, 
N.J., and Baltimore and Cambridge, Md., 
to points in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, 
New York, Ohio, and Pennsylvania. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
San Francisco, Calif., or Portland. Oreg. 

No. MC 129387 (Sub-No. 22), filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: BILL PAYNE, 
doing business as BILL PAYNE TRUCK¬ 
ING COMPANY, P.O. Box 1271, Huron, 
S. Dak. 57350. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: William J. Boyd. 600 Enterprise 
Drive, Suite 222, Oak Brook, Ill. 60521. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Canned 
foods and pet foods, from Oakland, 
Calif., and Salem and Astoria, Oreg., to 
points in Arkansas, Iowa, Kansas, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska. Oklahoma, South 
Dakota, and Texas. 


Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
San Francisco. Calif., or Portland, Oreg, 

No. MC 133149 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
March 31, 1976. Applicant: CLAIR ROB¬ 
INSON. 1061 W. Walnut, Brownstown, 
Ind. 47220. Applicant’s representative: 
Walter F. Jones, Jr„ 601 Chamber of 
Commerce Bldg.. Indianapolis, Ind. 
46204. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Plastic gaskets, from Salem, Ind., to 
Greenville, Mich.; and (2) plastic gran¬ 
ules, strip, plastic and iron powder in 
cartons, from Marietta. Ohio, to Salem, 
Ind., restricted to traffic originating at 
or destined to the plantsite of B. F. 
Goodrich Company located in Salem, 
Ind., under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts w’ith B. F. Goodrich Company, 
Akron. Ohio. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Indianapolis, Ind., or Louisville. Ky. 

No. MC 133708 (Sub-No. 23), filed 
March 29. 1976. Applicant: FISKE 

BROS., INC., 12647 East South Street, 
Artesia, Calif. 90701. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Carl H. Fritze. 1545 Wilshire 
Blvd.. Los Angeles, Calif. 90017. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Cement, (a) 
from Cushenbury, Calif., and Phoenix, 
Ariz., to points in New Mexico; and (b) 
between points in New Mexico, restricted 
to shipments having an immediately 
prior or subsequent movement by rail; 
and (2) sand, in bulk, from the facilities 
of Simplot Silica Products, located at or 
near Overton, Nev., to points in Fresno 
County, Calif. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at Los Angeles. 
Calif. 

No. MC 135684 (Sub-No. 19) (partial 
correction), filed February 3, 1976, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issues of 
March 18, 1976, and April 15, 1976, re¬ 
published as corrected this issue. Appli¬ 
cant: BASS TRANSPORTATION CO., 
INC., Old Croton Road, P.O. Box 391, 
Flemington, N.J. 08822. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Herbert Alan Dubln, 1819 
H Street NW., Suite 1030, Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (2) 
burlap and cotton bags, and finished bur¬ 
lap cloth, from Flemington, N.J., to New 
York, N.Y.; (15) sewing machine heads 
and stands, between East Pepperell and 
Ayer, Mass., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Delaware, Maryland, 
New Jersey, New York, and Virginia: 
(21) paper bags, from Newtown. Conn., 
to points in Ohio, Pennsylvania, and 
Virginia; (22) Kraft wrapping paper 
and wood pulpboard, from West Point, 
Va., to Newtown. Conn.: (31) paper and 
paper articles, from Newtown. Conn., to 
points in Delaware, Maine, Massachu¬ 
setts, Maryland, New York, New Hamp¬ 
shire. New Jersey, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island. Virginia, and Vermont; 
(32) materials, supplies, and equipment 
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(other than bulk), used In the manufac¬ 
ture and distribution of plastic articles 
and paper articles, and returned ship¬ 
ments of plastic articles and paper and 
paper articles, from the destination 
points named in (31) above, to Newtown, 
Conn. 

Noth. —The purpose of this partial re- 
publlcation is to correct the requested au¬ 
thority in the parts indicated above. The 
rest of the application remains the same. 

No. MC 135725 (Sub-No. 17), filed 
April 2, 1976. Applicant: FRY TRUCK¬ 
ING. INC.. 507 W. 5th Street. Wilton, 
Iowa, 52778. Applicant’s representative: 
Kenneth F. Dudley, 611 Church Street, 
P.O. Box 279, Ottumwa, Iowa 52501. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Minerals, 
ground ores, and pigments, from Rosi- 
claire, HI., and St. Louis, Mo., to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii); (2) materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture, proc¬ 
essing, sale, and distribution of minerals, 
ground ores, and pigments, from points 
in the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii) to Rosiclaire, Ill., and St. Louis, 
Mo. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Chicago. Ill., or St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 136464 (Sub-No. 20), filed 
March 24, 1976. Applicant: CAROLINA 
WESTERN EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 
3961, Gastonia, N.C. 28052. Applicant’s 
representative: Eric Meierhoefer, 303 N. 
Frederick Avenue, Gaithersburg, Md. 
20760. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irrgeular routes, transporting: Floor 
coverings and materials, and supplies 
used in the installation, manufacture, 
packaging, and sale of floor coverings, 
when moving in mixed loads with floor 
coverings, (a) between the facilities of 
Bigelow-Sanford, Inc., located at or near 
Landrum, Greenville, Belton, and Cal¬ 
houn Falls, S.C.; Lyerly, Ga.; Sparks, 
Nebr.; Los Angeles, Calif.: and Dallas. 
Tex.; and (b) between the facilities of 
Bigelow-Sanford, Inc., located at or near 
Landrum, Greenville, Belton, and Cal¬ 
houn Falls, S.C., and Lyerly, Ga., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Arizona, New Mexico, California, Nevada. 
Oregon, Washington, and Utah, under a 
continuing contract, or contracts, with 
Bigelow-Sanford, Inc. 

Note. —Applicant holds common carrier 
authority in MC 138635 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be Involved. 
If a hearing ti deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at either Greenville, 
S.C., or Charlotte. N.C. 

No. MC 136899 (Sub-No. 17), filed 
March 5, 1976. Applicant: HIGGINS 
TRANSPORTATION LTD., 1165 E. 
Haseltine St., Richland Center. Wis. 
53581. Applicant's representative: Wayne 
W. Wilson, 329 West Wilson Street, 
Madison Street, Madison, Wis. 53703. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting; (1) (a) plastic 


products, and related accessories: (b) 
household products when moving in 
mixed loads with the commodities de¬ 
scribed in part (a) or (b); and (c) cur¬ 
tain and drapery rods between Baraboo, 
Wis., on the one hand, and on the other, 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii); and (2) materials, 
equipment, and supplies used or useful 
in the manufacture, sale, production, or 
distribution of the commodities named 
in part (1) from points in the United 
States (except Alacka and Hawaii) to 
Baraboo, Wis. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Madison or Milwaukee, Wis. 

No. MC 139163 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
March 29, 1976. Applicant: ELEC¬ 

TRONIC RIGGERS OF FLORIDA, INC., 
1256 La Quinta Drive, Orlando, Fla. 
32809. Applicant’s representative: M. 
Craig Massey, 202 East Walnut Street, 
P.O. Drawer J., Lakeland, Fla. 33802. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Machines 
and parts, materials and supplies for 
such machines, between Chicago, HI., 
and its Commercial Zone. Elk Grove and 
Oakbrook, HL, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Colorado, Indiana, 
Iowa. Kansas. Kentucky, Michigan, 

;issouri, Minnesota, Nebraska. North 
Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, Utah, Wyo¬ 
ming, and Wisconsin, under a continuing 
contract or contracts with Xerox Corpo¬ 
ration. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Ill. 

No. MC 139205 (Sub-No. 1). filed 
February 27, 1976. Applicant: DOLPHIN 
CARTAGE, INC., 14500 Cottage Grove 
Ave., Dolton, HI. 60419. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: James R. Madler, 1255 North, 
Sandburg Terrace, Suite 1608. Chicago, 
HI. 60610. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Paper and 
paper articles , and materials, equipment, 
and supplies used in the manufacture of 
paper and paper articles (except in 
bulk), (a) between points in Chicago, 
HI., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Lake. Porter, and LaPorte 
Counties, Ind. and Ft. Wayne, Ind., under 
a continuing contract, or contracts, with 
the Packaging Corporation of America: 
and (b) between South Holland, HI., on 
the one hand, and. on the other, points in 
Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties, Ind., 
under a continuing contract, or con¬ 
tracts, with Bell Fibre Corp. 

Note.—I f a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Chicago, 
HI. 

No. MC 139234 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
March 31. 1976. Applicant: BRUCE’S 
TRANSPORT SERVICE, INC., 2176 
North Ventura Avenue, Ventura, Calif. 
93001. Applicant's representative: Wil¬ 
liam D. Taylor, 100 Pine Street. Suite 
2550, San Francisco. Calif. 94111. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 


routes, transporting: Oilfield and off¬ 
shore equipment and materials and sup¬ 
plies, used in the drilling, exploration, 
and production of oil, between Ventura 
and Los Angeles, Calif., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Beaumont, Tex., and 
points in Harris County, Tex., under a 
continuing contract or contracts with 
Vetco Offshore. Inc., at Ventura, Calif. 

Note. —If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Ventura. 
Los Angeles, or San Francisco. Calif. 

No. MC 139495 (Sub-No. 135) (amend¬ 
ment). filed March 29. 1976, published 
in the Federal Register issue of April 29, 
1976, republished as amended this issue. 
Applicant: NATIONAL CARRIERS, 

INC.. 1501 East 8th St.. P.O. Box 1358, 
Liberal, Kans. 67901. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Herbert Alan Dubin, 1819 H 
St. NW.. Suite 1030, Washington. DC. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Aquarium and aquarium supplies, from 
the facilities of O'Dell Manufacturing, 
Inc., located at or near Saginaw, Mich., 
to points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii); (2) materials, 
equipment, and supplies (except In bulk, 
in tank vehicles) used in the manufac¬ 
ture of aquariums from points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii) to the facilities of O'Dell Man¬ 
ufacturing, Inc., located at or near Sag¬ 
inaw, Mich. 

Note. —The purpose of this republication 
Is to amend the requested authority by In¬ 
cluding part (2) above. Applicant holds con¬ 
tract carrier authority In No. MC 133106 
and subs thereunder, therefore dual oper¬ 
ations may be involved. If a hearing Is deemed 
necessary, the applicant requests it be held 
at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 139968 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
March 31, 1976. Applicant: NATONIAL 
CONSTRUCTION CORP. OF FLORIDA, 
12050 NW. South River Drive, Miami, 
Fla. 33012. Applicant's representative: 
Bernard C. Pestcoe, 19 West Flagler St., 
Suite 511, Miami, Fla. 33130. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Cement, clinker, gypsum, 
and bunker C fuel, between points in 
Dade and Broward Counties. Fla., under 
contract with Maule Industries, Inc- 
restricted to transportation having a 
prior or subsequent movement in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Miami, Fla., 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 140108 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: TWOMBLY 
GRAIN COMPANY. INC., 408 South 
Main. Troy, Kans. 66087. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Clyde N. Christey, Suite 514 , 
Capitol Federal Bldg., 700 Kansas 
Avenue, Topeka, Kans. 66603. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dry feed, from the storage 
facilities of ConAgra-Formax Feed Divi¬ 
sion located at or near Troy, Kans., to 
points in Andrew, Atchison, Buchanan, 
Caldwell, Clay, Clinton, Daviess, DeKalb, 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 89—THURSDAY, MAY 6. 1976 







NOTICES 


18719 


Gentry. Harrison, Holt, Jackson, John¬ 
son, Lafayette, Nodaway, Platte, Ray, 
and Worth Counties. Mo., under a con¬ 
tinuing contract, or contracts with Con- 
Agra-Formax Feeds Division of Troy, 
Kans. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Kansas 

City, Mo. 

No. MC 140361 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
March 25, 1976. Applicant: COLUMBUS 
PARCEL SERVICE, INC., 1009 Joyce 
Avenue, Columbus, Ohio 43219. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: James Duvall, 
P.O. Box 97, 220 West Bridge Street, 
Dublin, Ohio 43017. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, limited to in¬ 
dividual articles not exceeding 100 
pounds in weight, moving as shipments 
not exceeding 500 pounds in weight, from 
one consignor to one consignee in a single 
day, (1) between points in Ohio; (2) be¬ 
tween points in Ohio, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Dearborn, 
Franklin, Randolph, Union, and Wayne 
Counties, Ind.; points in Boone, Boyd, 
Bracken, Campbell, Greenup, Kenton. 
Lewis, Mason, and Pendleton Counties. 
Ky.; and points in Brooke, Cabell, Han¬ 
cock, Jackson, Marshall, Mason, Ohio. 
Pleasants, Tyler, Wayne, Wetzel, and 
Wood Counties, W. Va.; and (3) between 
points in Dearborn, Franklin, Randolph. 
Union, and Wayne Counties, Ind.; points 
in Boone, Boyd, Bracken, Campbell, 
Greenup, Kenton, Lewis, Mason, and 
Pendleton Counties, Ky.; and points in 
Brooke, Cabell, Hancock, Jackson, Mar¬ 
shall. Mason, Ohio, Pleasants, Tyler, 
Wayne, Wetzel, and Wood Counties, W. 
Va., restricted to shipments moving on 
Bills of Lading issued by American De¬ 
livery Systems, Inc. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Colum¬ 
bus, Ohio. 

No. MC 140639 (Sub-No. 1). filed 
March 25. 1976. Applicant: NORCON 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
27 Arthur Avenue, Patchogue, N.Y. 11772. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert B. 
Pepper, 168 Woodbridge Avenue, High¬ 
land Park, N.J. 08904. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), (1) 
from New York, N.Y., to points in Nas¬ 
sau and Suffolk Counties, N.Y.; (2) from 
Points in Suffolk County, N.Y., to New 
York, N.Y., and points in Nassau County, 
N Y.; and (3) from points in Nassau 
County, N.Y., to points in Suffolk County, 


Note. —Applicant intends to tack the re¬ 
quested authority In (1) and (2) above with 
its existing authority at New York, N.Y., to 
provide a through service between New 
York. N.Y., and points in Bergen, Essex, Hud¬ 
son, Passaic, and Union Counties, N.Y. If a 
hearing u deemed necessary, the applicant 
requests It be held at New York, N.Y. 


No. MC 140684 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
March 24, 1976. Applicant: Jack L. 
STORMS. R.R. #1, Argyle, Iowa 52619. 
Applicant’s representative: Jack L. 
Storms (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Rock and sand, be¬ 
tween points in Lee and Van Buren 
Counties, Iowa, Clark County, Mo., and 
Hancock and Henderson Counties, HI., 
under a continuing contract, or con¬ 
tracts, with Dallas City Ready Mixed 
Concrete Corp., located at Dallas City, 
HI., and John W. Sammons Const. Co¬ 
located at Keokuk, Iowa. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Springfield, IU., or Des Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 140881 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
March 11, 1976. Applicant: JACK 

YOUNG AND IDA L. YOUNG, a Part¬ 
nership, doing business as J & L TRUCK 
LINES, P.O. Box 1238, Silsbee, Tex. 
77656. Applicant’s representative: Paul 

D. Angenend, P.O. Box 2207, Austin, 
Tex. 78767. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Wood chips, bark woodwaste. veneer and 
sawdust (except in bulk in tank vehi¬ 
cles) , between points in Calcasieu Parish, 
La., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Chambers, Hardin, Harris, Jas¬ 
per. Jefferson, Liberty, Newton, Orange, 
Sabine, and Tyler Counties, Tex. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either Hous¬ 
ton. Tex., or Lafayette. La. 

No. MC 140967 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
March 31, 1976. Applicant: ARLEN 

LINDQUIST, doing business as ARLEN 

E. LINDQUIST TRUCKING, 3851 85th 
Avenue, New Brighton, Minn. 55112. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: F. H. Kroeger, 
1745 University Avenue, St. Paul, Minn. 
55104. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Commod¬ 
ities, sold, distributed, or used by Auto¬ 
motive, truck, agricultural or industrial 
supply houses, repair centers or service 
stations (except commodities in bulk), 
between points in Alabama, Hlinois, In¬ 
diana. Iow f a, Kansas, points in the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan, and points in 
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, 
Oklahoma, Tennesee, and Wisconsin on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Iowa, points in the Upper Peninsula of 
Michigan, and points in Minnesota, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wis¬ 
consin, under contract with the Pfleider 
Corp., and Fleetwood Tire Midwest. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either St. 
Paul or Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 141346 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
April 2, 1976. Applicant: DONOVAN 
CREIGHTON AND KERON L. CAIN, do¬ 
ing business as K. L. CAIN TRUCKING 
CONTRACTOR, R.R. No. 2, Potomac, ni. 
61865. Applicant’s representative: Robert 
T. Lawley, 300 Reisch Bldg., Springfield, 
HI. 62701. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 


irregular routes, transporting: (1) Plas¬ 
tic motor cycle windshields, fairings, and 
accessories, from Rantoul. HI., to Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis.; and (2) scrap plastic, from 
Rantoul, HI., to Warsaw. Ind., under a 
continuing contract, or contracts, with 
Vetter Fairing Company. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Chicago. Ill., St. Louis, Mo., or Springfield, 
Ill. 

No. MC 141406 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
April 1, 1976. Applicant: COAST COUN¬ 
TIES EXPRESS, INC., 3306 Glendale 
Boulevard. Los Angeles, Calif. 90039. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: David P. 
Christianson, 606 South Olive, Suite 825, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 90014. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept household goods as defined, com¬ 
modities which by reason of size or 
w r eight require the use of special equip¬ 
ment, and commodities in bulk), between 
Naval Air Station, at Alemeda, Calif.; 
Naval Air Station, at North Island (San 
Diego), Calif.; Naval Air Station, at 
Point Mugu, Calif.; McClellan Air Force 
Base, at Sacramento, Calif.; Norton Air 
Force Base, at San Bernardino, Calif.; 
and Travis Air Force Base, at Fairfield, 
Calif.* on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in California, restricted to 
the transportation of shipments having 
a prior or subsequent movement by air. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Los Angeles, 
Calif. 

No. MC 141408 (Sub-No. 1). filed 
March 30. 1976. Applicant: KEPPEL 
CORPORATION, 1325 Homer Road, 
Woodbridge, Va. 22191. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative:: John D. Clark, Suite 404, 
1400 N. Uhle Street, Arlington, Va. 
22201. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Antenna 
panels, electronic equipment, used in 
tuning antennas, and related equipment, 
from McLean, Va., to the plants!te of 
National Science Foundation, near Mag¬ 
dalena, N. Mex., under contract with 
Radiation Systems, Inc. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington. 
DC. 

No. MC 141483 (Sub-No, 2), filed 
March 30, 1976. Applicant: VALCON 
PACKAGE DELIVERY, INC., 3822 West 
Street, Landover, Md. 20785. Applicant’s 
representative: Martin Moncarz, 16 Crain 
Highway NW., Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Merchan¬ 
dise, equipment, and supplies sold, used, 
or distributed by a manufacturer of cos¬ 
metics, from Landover, Md., to points in 
Loudoun, Fauquier, Fairfax, Prince Wil¬ 
liam, Rappahannock, Stafford, Culpep¬ 
per, Spotsylvania, King George, and 
Westmoreland Counties, Va., under a 
continuing contract or contracts with 
Avon Products, Inc. 
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Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Washington. D.C., or Baltimore, Md. 

No. MC 141533 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
March 25.1976. Applicant: LYN TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 61 Lincoln -iighway. South 
Kearny, N.J. 07032. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: A. David Millner, 744 Broad 
Street. Newark, N.J. 07102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Foodstuffs , in tempera¬ 
ture controlled equipment, between 
points in New York (except those east 
and south of a line along New York High¬ 
way 8 from the New York-Pennsylvania 
State Boundary line to junction New 
York Highway 7, thence along New York 
Highway 7 to Oneonta, N.Y., and junc¬ 
tion New York Highway 23, thence along 
New York Highway 23 to the New York- 
Massachusetts State Boundary line), on 
the one hand, and, on the other. New 
York, N.Y., points in Nassau, Suffolk, and 
Westchester Counties, N.Y., and points 
in Bergen, Essex, Hudson. Middlesex, 
Morris, Passaic, Somerset, and Union 
Counties, N.J. 

Note.—C ommon control may be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 141677 (Sub-No. 2>, filed 
March 23, 1976. Applicant: HES 

TRANSFER SERVICE, INC., 2 Garfield 
Avenue, Jersey City, N.J. 07305. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Joseph R. Siegel- 
baum, 744 Broad Street, Newark. N.J. 
07102. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Atra - 
sine, in containers or in trailers having 
a prior movement by water (except in 
bulk), from points in that part of the 
New York, N.Y., Commercial Zone, as de¬ 
fined in Commercial Zones and Terminal 
Areas, 53 M.C.C. 451, within which local 
operations may be conducted pursuant 
to the partial exemption of Section 203 
(b) (8) of the Interstate Commerce Act 
(the ‘•exempt” zone), to St. Joseph, Mo.; 
and (2) cyanurtc chloride, in containers 
or in trailers having a subsequent move¬ 
ment by water (except in bulk), from 
Memphis, Tenn., to points in that part 
of the New York, N.Y., Commercial 
Zone, as defined in Commercial Zones 
and Terminal Areas, 53 M.C.C. 451, with¬ 
in which local operations may be con¬ 
ducted pursuant to the partial exemption 
of Section 203(b)(8) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act (the “exempt” zone), 
under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts in (1) and (2) above with Sol- 
chem, Inc. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at New York, 
N.Y. 

No. MC 141759 (Sub-No. 2), filed April 
1, 1976. Apolicant: OHIO PACIFIC EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 817 West Fifth Ave., Co¬ 
lumbus, Ohio 43212. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Thomas F. Kilroy, P.O. Box 
624, Springfield, Va. 22150. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Rubber nipples, drugs, 


canned goods , milk foods, and milk food 
substitutes , other than malted, and sy¬ 
rup, not medicated, from Columbus, 
Ohio, to points in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New 
Mexico, Oregon, Texas, Utah, Washing¬ 
ton, and Wyoming, under contract with 
Ross Laboratories. Division of Abbott 
Laboratories, at Columbus, Ohio. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Columbus. 
Ohio. 

No. MC 141759 (Sub-No. 3) filed 
April 1, 1976. Applicant: OHIO PACIFIC 
EXPRESS, INC., 817 West Fifth Ave.. 
Columbus, Ohio 43212. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Thomas F. Kilroy, P.O. Box 
624, Springfield, Va. 22150. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Printed matter, from 
Crawfordsville and Warsaw. Ind.; Glas¬ 
gow, Ky.; Dwight, Mattoon, and Chi¬ 
cago, Ill.; Willard, Ohio; and Gallatin. 
Tenn., to points in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Florida, Idaho. Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Montana, Nevada, New Mex¬ 
ico, Oregon, Texas, Utah, Washington, 
and Wyoming, under contract with RJR. 
Donnelley & Sons Company. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 141760 (Sub-No. 1 ), fi led 
March 23. 1976. Applicant: SHUTTLE- 
JACK, INCORPORATED, P.O. Box 228, 
Tesuque, N. Mex. 87574. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Daniel F. Rogers, 1820 Paseo 
de La Conquistadora, Santa Fe, N. Mex. 
87501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: Packages . 
parcels , baggage, and mail having had 
prior, or subsequent transportation by 
air, weighing seventy pounds or less, and 
measuring 100 inches in length or girth 
combined (except commodities of un¬ 
usual value. Classes A and B explosives, 
and those requiring special equipment or 
handling) (1) Between Albuquerque 
International Airport and Tesuque. 
N. Mex., over U.S. Highway 85 (also 
1-25); and (2) between Tesuque, Santa 
Fe, Albuquerque, N. Mex., and U.S. High¬ 
way 285 (a highway distance of less than 
100 miles). 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Santa Fe or Albuquerque. N. Mex. 

No. MC 141767 (Sub-No. 2) filed 
March 24, 1976. Applicant: HARRIS 
EXPRESS COMPANY, INC., 41 Cedar 
Street, P.O. Box 15, East Hartford, Conn. 
06108. Applicant’s representative: John 
E. Fay, 630 Oakwood Avenue, West Hart¬ 
ford, Conn. 06110. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: New furniture, uncrated, viz., 
chairs, sofas, hide-aways, dining room 
sets, bedroom sets or parts thereof, 
household appliances, air conditioners, 
clothes dryers, freezers, ranges or stoves, 
refrigerators, stereo sets, television sets, 
dish washers, parts and equipment there¬ 
of, between Hartford and South Wind¬ 


sor, Conn., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Berkshire, Franklin, 
Hampden, Hampshire, and Worcester 
Counties, Mass., under a continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with G. Fox & Co., 
Division of May Co. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either Hart¬ 
ford, Conn., or Boston, Mass. 

No. MC 141791 (Sub-No. 1), fi led 
March 29. 1976. Applicant: ARTHUR G. 
MONTGOMERY, doing business as 
MONTGOMERY TRUCKING, Route 93, 
Wellston, Ohio 45629. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Paul F. Beery. 8 East Broad 
Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Commodities dealt in 
by manufacturers and builders of coal 
and coke processing facilities (except 
commodities in bulk), from Wellston, 
Ohio to points in Alabama, Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Virginia, 
and West Virginia; and (2) equipment, 
materials , and supplies used in the pro¬ 
duction, manufacture and s?le of com¬ 
modities described above (except com¬ 
modities in bulk), from the above desti¬ 
nations to Wellston, Ohio, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with the 
McNally Pittsburg Manufacturing Cor¬ 
poration located in Wellston, Ohio. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Columbus, Ohio, or Charleston. W. Va. 

No. MC 141830, filed February 25, 1976. 
Applicant: AUTO BOZARTH, SR., 109 
Northwest 3rd, Laveme, Okla. 73848. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Alan R. 
Gottsch, 103 West Jane Jayroe, Box 267. 
Laveme, Okla. 73818. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Farm machinery, general farm sup¬ 
plies, and farm building components in¬ 
cluding grain bins, tractors, dry ferti¬ 
lizer*, silica sand, livestock, cake and dry 
livestock feed, salt and unprocessed ag¬ 
riculture commodities in open topped 
trucks having three axles or less, be¬ 
tween points in Beaver, Ellis, Harper, 
and Woodward Counties, Okla., and 
points in southwestern Kansas from the 
Colorado-Kansas Boundary line over In¬ 
terstate Highway 70 to and including 
Salina, Kans., thence south over Inter¬ 
state Highway 35W to the Oklahoma- 
Kansas Boundary line, and points in 
southwestern Colorado bounded on the 
north by U.S. Highway 24 from the Colo- 
rado-Kansas Boundary line to and in¬ 
cluding Colorado Springs, Colo., thence 
over Interstate Highway 25 to the Colo¬ 
rado-New Mexico Boundary line, and 
points in the Texas panhandle north of 
and including U.S. Highway 70 from the 
Texas-New Mexico Boundary line to Cro¬ 
well, Tex,, thence north over Texas High¬ 
way 283 to and including Quanah, Tex., 
thence over Texas Highway 283 to the 
Texas-Oklahoma Boundary line, and 
points in Oklahoma. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla., or Amarillo, Tex. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 89—THURSDAY, MAY 6, 1976 







NOTICES 


18751 


No. MC 141899 (Sub-No. 2), filed March 
31. 1976. Applicant: BILL & GENE'S 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 303, Madi¬ 
son, S. Dak. 57042. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Bradford E. Kistler, P.O. Box 
82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: New, used, and scrapped 
electrical equipment, components , and 
materials, between the facilities of High¬ 
land Electric Supply, Inc., located at or 
near Madison, S. Dak., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii), un¬ 
der contract with Highland Electric Sup¬ 
ply, Inc. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Sioux Falls, 
8. Dak., or Lincoln, Nebr. 

No. MC 141 919, filed March 18, 1976. 
Applicant: DIXIE TRANSPORT COM¬ 
PANY, P.O. Box 668, Toccoa, Ga. 30577. 
Applicant's representative: Virgil H. 
Smith, Suite 12, 1587 Phoenix Blvd., At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30349. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregulnr routes, transporting: 
<l)(a) Construction equipment and re¬ 
lated articles, which because of size or 
weight require the use of special handling 
or equipment, (b) self propelled articles, 
each weighing 15,000 pounds or more; 
and (c) related parts, materials, and 
supplies, from the facilities of Wabco 
Construction and Mining Equipment 
Group (a Corporation) located at or near 
Toccoa (Stephens County), Ga., to Sa¬ 
vannah, Ga. f New Orleans, La., Norfolk, 
Newport News, Portsmouth and Hamp¬ 
ton, Va., Charleston, S.C., Linden, and 
New Jersey ports at Newark, Hoboken. 
Jersey City, Bayonne. Elizabeth, and 
Perth Amboy, N.J., and Port Lauderdale 
and Miami, Fla.; (2) commodities as de¬ 
scribed in 1., (a), <b) and <c) above, 
between the facilities of Wabco Con¬ 
struction and Mining Group (a Corpora¬ 
tion) located at Toccoa, Ga., Linden, 
N.J., Peoria. HI., and Indianapolis, Ind., 
restricted to shipments originating and 
destined to the facilities of Wabco Con¬ 
struction and Mining Equipment Group 
(a Corporation) at these points; and (3) 
parts and materials used in the manufac¬ 
turing of commodities described in 1. 
(a), (b), and (c) above, from Louisville 
and Somerset, Ky., Akron and Ashtabula, 
Ohio, Indianapolis, Paoli, and South 
Bend, Ind.. Detroit, Jackson, and Bu¬ 
chanan, Mich., Chicago and Mount Ver¬ 
non, HI., St. Louis. Mo., and Morristown, 
Tenn.. to the facilities of Wabco Con¬ 
struction and Mining Equipment Group 
(a Corporation) located at or near Toc¬ 
coa (Stephens County), Ga.. under a 
continuing contract or contracts in (1), 
(2), and (3) above with Wabco Construc¬ 
tion and Mining Group. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at either Atlanta, Ga., or Green¬ 
ville, S.C. 

No. MC 141920, filed March 24, 1976. 
Applicant: KELLER TRUCKING, INC., 
<70 Old Skokie Road. Park City, Ill. 
60085. Applicant's representative: Robert 


H. Levy, 29 South LaSalle Street, Chi¬ 
cago, HI. 60603. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Chain saws, outboard motors, snow¬ 
mobiles, boats , inboard-outboard en¬ 
gines, lawnmowers, all terrain vehicles, 
and parts and accessories thereof, air 
buoy parts, boat trailer parts, oils and 
lubricants in containers, paints and seal¬ 
ers in containers, machinery, tools, dies, 
molds, manufacturing equipment, office 
equipment, and boxes, (1) between the 
plantsite and warehouse facilities of 
Outboard Marine Corporation at Wauke¬ 
gan, Galesburg, and South Beloit, Ill., 
and South Beloit, HI. Commercial Zone, 
including Beloit, Wis.. and (2) between 
Chicago, Peoria, and South Beloit, HI., 
and the South Beloit. Illinois Commercial 
Zone, including Beloit, Wis., under a con¬ 
tinuing contract, or contracts, with Out¬ 
board Marine Corporation. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Hi. 

No. MC 141924 (Sub-No. 1). filed 
March 31, 1976. Applicant: GOLDEN 
VALLEY TRANSPORTATION, INC., 
P.O. Box 208, Roberts, Idaho 83444. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Mark K. Boyle, 
345 South State Street, Salt Lake City, 
Utah 84111. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products, and meat by-prod¬ 
ucts (except tallow, in bulk, destined to 
California), from the plantsite of Golden 
Packers, Inc. at or near Roberts, Idaho, 
to points in Arizona. California, Mon¬ 
tana, Nevada, Oregon. Utah, and Wash¬ 
ington, under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Golden Valley Packers, 
Inc., and Interstate Commodities, me. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either at 
either Idaho Falls, Idaho, or Salt Lake City, 
Utah. 

No. MC 141946, filed April 2, 1976. Ap¬ 
plicant: ACTION CENTER MOVING & 
STORAGE, INC., 617 West Central 
Boulevard, Orlando. Pla. 32801. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Sol H. Proctor, 
1107 Blackstone Building, Jacksonville, 
Fla. 32202. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Used 
household goods, between points in Cit¬ 
rus, Hernando, Lake, Orange, Seminole 
and Sumter Counties. Fla., restricted to 
the transportation of traffic having a 
prior or subsequent movement, in con¬ 
tainers, beyond the points authorized, 
and further restricted to the perform¬ 
ance of pickup and delivery service in 
connection with packing, crating and 
containerization or unpacking, uncrat¬ 
ing, and decontainerization of such 
traffic. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Jacksonville or Orlando, Fla. 

No. MC 141947, filed March 29. 1976. 
Applicant: GEORGE HALL TRUCKING 
CO.. 8240 Berry Ave., Sacramento, Calif. 
95828. Applicant's representative: George 


Hall (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Empty beverage 
bottles, boxes, cans, crates, beverage in 
metal cans, and beverage in glass bottles, 
from Oakland, San Leandro, and San 
Jose, Calif., to Reno, Nev. t under a con¬ 
tinuing contract, or contracts, with 
Anchor Hocking Corp., Owens Illinois 
Corp., and Brockway Glass Corp. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant reques's it be held at either 
Sacramento or San Francisco, Calif. 

No. MC 141948. filed April 2, 1976. Ap¬ 
plicant: EDWARD STUCKI, doing busi¬ 
ness as AL’3 CARTAGE, 211 9th Avenue 
South, Minneapolis', Minn. 55415. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Joseph J. Dudley, 
W-1260 First National Bank Building, 
Saint Paul, Minn. 55101. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment), from Minneapolis and St. Paul, 
Minn., to points in Anoka, Dakota, Hen¬ 
nepin, Ramsey, and Washington Coun¬ 
ties, Minn., restricted to a service per¬ 
formed under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Twin City Shippers Asso¬ 
ciation, me., and further restricted to 
freight moving on bills of lading of 
freight forwarders. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
St. Paul or Minneapolis. Minn. 

No. MC 141949. March 29, 1976. Appli¬ 
cant: K.M.O., INC., 3726 Birney St., 
Scranton, Pa. 18507. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Joseph F. Hoary, 121 S. Main 
St., Taylor, Pa. 18517. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Butter, from Coatesville, Pa., to Co¬ 
lumbia and Charleston, S.C., Tampa and 
Jacksonville, Fla., Camp LeJeune, N.C., 
Nashville, Tenn., and Birmingham, Ala., 
under a continuing contract, or con¬ 
tracts, with L. D. Kallman, me., doing 
business as Dairy Sales. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 141960, filed March 22, 1976 
Applicant: CONSOLIDATED DELIVER¬ 
IES. INC., 1409 E. 5th Court, Tulsa, Okla. 
74120. Applicant's representative: Leon¬ 
ard Rose, 1011 Commerce Bank Building. 
Kansas City. Mo. 64106. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier ; by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Such commodities as are sold by re¬ 
tail department stores, between Osage 
and Tulsa Counties. Okla., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Jasper 
and Newton Counties, Mo., under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with The 
Dunlap Co., doing business as Vandever’s. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at either Tulsa. 
Okla., or Kansas City, Mo. 
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No. MC 141963, filed April 5, 1976. Ap¬ 
plicant: AIR CARGO TRANSIT, INC., 
2875 Sky Harbor Blvd., Suite 201, 
Phoenix, Ariz. 85034. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Louis J. Amato, P.O. Box E, 
Bowling Green. Ky. 42101. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept commodities in bulk, Classes A and 
B explosives, and commodities requiring 
special equipment), between points in 
Arizona, restricted to traffic having a 
prior or subsequent movement by air. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 

No. MC 141965, filed March 18, 1976. 
Applicant: C & D FUEL CO., INC., 2215 
N. 76th Avenue, Elmvrood Park, Ill. 
60635. Applicant’s representative: Rob¬ 
ert H. Levy, 29 South LaSalle Street, 
Chicago. HI. 60603. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Asphalt in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
and oil in bulk, in tank vehicles, between 
points in Burns Harbor, Whiting, Gary, 
and East Chicago, Ind., and those points 
in Cook. DuPage, Will, Kankakee. Kane, 
and Lake Counties. HI. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Ill. 

No. MC 141966, filed March 29. 1976. 
Applicant: GINA MARIE EXPRESS CO., 
1830 W. 38th Avenue, Denver. Colo. 
80211. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles W. Singer, 2440 E. Commercial 
Blvd., Ft. Lauderdale, Fla. 33308. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Such commodities 
as are dealt in, or used by manufacturers 
and distributors of cheese, cheese prod¬ 
ucts, pizza topping, and other products 
to the food service industry, between the 
plantsite and other facilities of or used 
by Leprino Cheese Co., located at or near 
Denver. Colo.; Chappell, Superior and 
Hastings, Nebr.; Tracy Newman, Le- 
moore, Los Angeles, San Jose, Monte¬ 
bello, and Santa Fe Springs, Calif.; 
Phoenix. Ariz.; Cuba, N.Y.; Kansas City 
and Independence, Mo.; Atlanta, Ga. 
and Wichita. Kans., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii), 
under a continuing contract or contracts 
with Leprino Cheese Co., of Denver, Colo. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Denver. 
Colo. 

Passenger Application 

No. MC 141460 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
March 29, 1976. Applicant: THE GRAY 
LINE TOURS COMPANY, INC., 1207 
West Third Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90017. Applicant's representative: War¬ 
ren N. Grossman, 825 City National 
Bank Building, 606 South Olive Street, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 90014. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Passengers and their bag¬ 


gage, in (1) special operations, round- 
trip sightseeing and pleasure tours, be¬ 
tween points in Los Angeles and Orange 
Counties, Calif., and extending to the 
port of entry along the United States- 
Mexico International Boundary line at 
or near the southernmost terminus of 
Interstate Highway 5. located in Cali¬ 
fornia; and (2) round-trip charter op¬ 
erations between Los Angeles and Orange 
Counties. Calif., and extending to the 
port of entry along the United States- 
Mexico International Boundary line at 
or near the southernmost terminus of 
Interstate Highway 5. located in Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing U deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at D>s Angeles, 
Calif. 

No. MC 141858. filed March 18. 1976. 
Applicant: ZOBRIST BUS LINES, INC.. 
Rural Route No. 2, Highland, HI. 62249. 
Applicant’s representative: Bruce E. 
Mitchell, Suite 375, 3379 Peachtree Road 
NE.. Atlanta, Ga. 30326. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Passengers and their baggage, 
in the same vehicle with passengers, in 
conventional school bus equipment, in 
special and charter operations, from 
points in Bond and Clinton Counties, 
HI. and points in Madison County, Hi. 
on and east of Hlinois Highway 159, to 
points in the United States, including 
Alaska but excluding Hawaii, and return. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at St. Louis. 
Mo. 

NO. MC 141967. filed March 29, 1976. 
Applicant: KEITH KRUG, Billings Ave¬ 
nue. Medford, Wis. 54451. Applicant’s 
representative : Richard A. Westley, 4506 
Regent Street, Suite 100, Madison, Wis. 
53705. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Passen¬ 
gers and their baggage, in round-trip, 
special and charter operations, begin¬ 
ning and ending at points in Taylor and 
Price Counties. Wis., and extending to 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Wausau. Wis., or Minneapolis, Minn. 

Broker Applications 

No. MC 130370, filed March 17, 1976. 
Applicant: LILLIAN HOFMEISTER, do¬ 
ing business as HOFMEISTER TOURS, 
9122 Lenning Lane, Baltimore, Md. 
21237. Applicant’s representative: Bruce 
E. Mitchell, Suite 375. 3379 Peachtree 
Road NE., Atlanta. Ga. 30326. Author¬ 
ity sought to engage in operation, in in¬ 
terstate or foreign commerce, as a broker 
at Baltimore, Md., to sell or offer to sell 
the transportation of Passengers and 
their baggage, in special and charter op¬ 
erations, in round-trip sightseeing or 
pleasure tours, beginning and ending at 
points in Maryland and extending to 
points in the United States, including 
Alaska but excluding Hawaii. 


Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

No. MC 130372. filed March 24, 1976. 
Applicant: MARILYN KAY KREMERS. 
doing business as KREMERS TOURS. 
5538 School St., Hudsonville, Mich. 
49426. Applicant’s representative: Mari¬ 
lyn Kremers (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to engage in 
operation, in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce. as a broker at Hudsonville, Mich., 
to sell or offer to sell the transportation 
of passengers and their baggage in spe¬ 
cial and charter operations, by motor 
carrier, beginning and ending at points 
in Ottawa County. Mich, and extending 
to points in the United States, including 
Alaska and Hawaii. 

Note.—I f a hearing Ls deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either Grand 
Rapids or Lansing, Mich. 

Water Carrier Applications 

No. W-1304, filed March 26. 1976. Ap¬ 
plicant: SOUTHERN TERMINAL & 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, P.O. Box 
1200, Tallahassee. Fla. 32302. Applicant s 
representative: W. Guy McKenzie, Jr. 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to engage in operation, in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce as a common 
carrier by water in the transportation of 
Petroleum products in containers, be¬ 
tween Mobile, Ala. and St. Marks, Fla. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at either Pensacola, 
Fla. or Mobile. Ala. 

No. W-1305, filed April 16, 1976. Appli¬ 
cant: COLUMBIA COMMON CAR¬ 
RIERS, INC., 6208 N. Ensign Street. P.O. 
Box 17178, Portland, Oreg. 97217. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John Cunning¬ 
ham, 1776 F Street NW.. Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to engage 
in operation, in interstate or foreign 
commerce as a common carrier by water 
in the transportation of General com¬ 
modities by self-propelled and nonself- 
propelled vessels with the use of separate 
towing vessels, and by towing vessels in 
the performance of general towage, be¬ 
tween ports and points along the Colum¬ 
bia River below Priest Rapids, Wash., the 
Willamette River below Portland. Oreg.. 
the Saake River below Johnsons Bar, 
Idaho, and the Clearwater River below 
Hog Island, Idaho, including the ports 
and points named (except as Puget Sound 
Tug & Barge Company is authorized to 
perform water carrier service on ports 
and points along the Willamette River 
and ports and points along the Columbia 
Rivre below the mouth of the Willamette 
River). 

Note.— Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing ls deemed necessary, the appn- 
cant requests it be held at either Portlanc, 
Oreg. or Washington. D.C. 

Freight Forwarder Application 
No. FF-480, filed April 1, 1976. Appli¬ 
cant: MIDWEST CONTAINER SERV¬ 
ICES, INC., 11740 Clifton Boulevard, 
Cleveland, Ohio 44107. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Douglas R. Denny. 155 
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Union Commerce Building, Cleveland, 
Ohio 44115. Authority sought to engage 
in operation, in interstate commerce, as 
a freight forwarder, through use of the 
facilities of common carriers by rail and 
motor vehicle, in the transportation of 
General commodities moving in full in- 
termodal containers and steamship line 
trailer loads, from points in Michigan 
and Ohio and those points in Kentucky 
within the Cincinnati, Ohio Commercial 
Zone, to ports of export in Maryland, 
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, 
and Virginia, restricted to export traffic 
having a subsequent movement by 
water. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It he held at either Cleve¬ 
land, Cincinnati, or Columbus, Ohio. 

FINANCE APPLICATIONS 
Notice 

March 12,1976. 

The following applications seek ap¬ 
proval to consolidate, purchase, merge, 
lease operating rights and properties, or 
acquire control through ownership of 
stock, of rail carriers or motor carriers 
pursuant to Sections 5(2) or 210a(b) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act. 

An original and two copies of protests 
to the granting of the requested author¬ 
ity must be filed with the Commission 
within 30 days after the date of this 
Federal Register notice. Such protest 
shall comply with Special Rules 240(c) 
or 240(d) of the Commission's General 
Rules of Practice (49 CFR § 1100.240) 
and shall include a concise statement 
of protestant’s interest in the proceeding. 
A copy of the protest shall be served con¬ 
currently unon applicant's representa¬ 
tive, or applicant if no representative is 
named. 

No. MC-F-12818. Authority sought for 
purchase by BROWN TRANSPORT 
CORP., 125 Milton Avenue. S.E., Atlanta. 
GA. 30315. of the operating rights of 
HARTMAN TRUCKING COMPANY. 
INC., 3641 So. Geringer St., Cincinnati, 
OH., 45223, and for acquisition by 
CLAUDE P. BROWN, also of Atlanta, 
GA. 30315, address, of control of such 
rights through the purchase. Applicants’ 
attorneys: Harry C. Ames. Jr., 666 Elev¬ 
enth Street N.W., Washington, D.C. 
20001. and B. K. McClain. 125 Milton 
Avenue. S.E., Atlanta, GA. 30315. Oper¬ 
ating rights sought to be transferred: 
General commodities, with exceptions as 
a common carrier over irregular routes 
between Cincinnati, Ohio, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Covington, New¬ 
port, Ludlow, Bellevue, Dayton, South- 
gate, and Fort Thomas, Ky. Vendee is au¬ 
thorized to operate as a common carrier 
In Alabama, Connecticut, Delaware, the 
District of Columbia, Florida, Georgia. 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa. Kentucky, Loui¬ 
siana. Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota. Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska, New Jersey. New York, 
North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennes¬ 


see, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia, and Wisconsin. Application has not 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a (b). 

Note.— MC-56079 (Sub No. 80) is a di¬ 
rectly related matter. 

Motor Carrier Passenger 

No. MC-F-12819. Authority sought for 
purchase by TENNESSEE TRAIL- 
BLAZERS, INCORPORATED. DBA 
TENNESSEE TRAILBLAZERS, A corpo¬ 
ration, 1000 4th Avenue. North, Nash¬ 
ville, TN. 37219, of the operating rights 
of BOWLING GREEN-HOPKINSVILLE 
BUS CO., INC., 181 East 4th Street, Rus¬ 
sellville, KY. 42276, and for acquisition 
by DEVEREAXJX T. DAVIS and CHRIS¬ 
TINE T. TREANOR, both of Nashville, 
TN., 37219 address, of control of such 
rights through the purchase. Applicants* 
attorneys: A. O. Buck, 618 Hamilton 
Bank Building, Nashville. TN. 37219, and 
William G. Fuqua. P.O. Box 351, Russell¬ 
ville, KY. 42276. Operating rights sought 
to be transferred: Passengers and their 
baggage, and express and newspapers, 
in the same vehicle with passengers, as 
a common carrier over regular routes be¬ 
tween Hopkinsville, Ky. and Bowling 
Green, Ky.; serving all intermediate 
points: between Springfield, Tenn. and 
Owensboro. Ky., serving all intermediate 
points; between Russelville, Ky. and 
Clarksville. Tenn., serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points, and the off-route point of 
Allensville. Ky. Vendee is authorized to 
operate as a common carrier in Tennes¬ 
see and Kentucky. Application has not 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a (b). 

No. MC-F-12820. Authority sought for 
purchase by M. BRUENGER & CO., INC., 
6250 North Broadway, Wichita, KS. 
67219, of a po rtion of the operating rights 
of H. L. HERRIN. JR. an individual, P.O 
Box 1106, Metairie, LA., 70004, and for 
acquisition by J. DOUGLAS STONE AND 
UNION NATIONAL BANK OF WICH¬ 
ITA, Executors of the Estate of Maurice 
Dix Bruenger. Deceased. K.S.B. & T. 
Building, Wichita. K.S. 67202 and ARK 
VALLEY PRODUCE CO., INC., 123 S. 
Rock Island, Wichita, KS. 67202. of con¬ 
trol of such rights through the purchase. 
Applicants’ Attorney: Lester C. Arvan, 
814 Century Plaza Building, Wichita. KS. 
67202. Operating rights sought to be 
transferred: Bananas as a common car¬ 
rier over irregular routes, from Galves¬ 
ton, Tex., to points in Alabama. Arizona, 
Arkansas. California, Colorado, Georgia, 
Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Minne¬ 
sota, Mississippi, Missouri. Montana, Ne¬ 
braska, New Mexico, North Dakota, Ohio, 
Oklahoma. Oregon. South Dakota, Ten¬ 
nessee. Texas, Utah, Washington. West 
Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming, with 
no transportation for compensation on 
return except as otherwise authorized. 
Vendee is authorized to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier in Alabama, Arizona, Ar¬ 
kansas. California, Colorado, Florida, 
Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 


Kansas. Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New 
Mexico, North Carolina, North Dakota, 
Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Pennsylvania, 
South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennes¬ 
see, Texas, Utah, Virginia, Washington, 
West Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 
Application has not been filed for tem¬ 
porary authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-12821. Authority sought for 
Control by CENTRAL COURIER SYS¬ 
TEMS, INC., 1101 Ripley Street, Silver 
Spring, MD. 20910, of (B) CENTRAL 
DELIVERY SERVICE OF MASSACHU¬ 
SETTS. INC.. 125 Magazine Street, Bos¬ 
ton, MA. 02119, and for Continuance in 
Control of (BB) CENTRAL DELIVERY 
SERVICE OF WASHINGTON, INC.. 1101 
Ripley St., Silver Spring, MD. 20920, of 
control through the acquisition by SAM¬ 
UEL G. KAPLAN, 1101 Ripley St., Silver 
Spring. MD. 20910. Applicants attorney: 
S. Harrison Kahn, Suite 733 Investment 
Bldg., Washington, D.C. 20005. Operating 
rights sought to be controlled: (B) Un¬ 
der MC-140846 (Sub-No. 2), (presently 
pending) Camera parts (except cases) as 
a contract carrier, over irregular routes 
between Norwood. Mass., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Meridan, Chesh¬ 
ire. Bridgeport. Beacon Falls. Prospect, 
Wallingford. Wolcott. Milford,- and 
Stamford. Conn ; between Providence, 
R.I., on the one hand, and. on the other, 
Boston. Lawrence, and Norwood. Mass.; 
and between Warwick. R.I., on the one 
hand. and. on the other, Boston, Law¬ 
rence, and Norwood, Mass., under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with the 
Polaroid Corporation, of Cambridge, 
Mass., restricted against the transnorta- 
tion of any package or article weighing 
more than 50 nounds or exceeding 108 
inches in length and girth combined and 
each package or article shall be consid¬ 
ered as a separate and distinct shipment, 
and restricted against transportation of 
packages or articles weighing in the ag¬ 
gregate more than 150 pounds from one 
consignor at one location to one con¬ 
signee at one location on any one day. 

(BB) Under MC-140443, (presently 
pending), checks and related hank pa¬ 
pers , as a contract carrier, over irregu¬ 
lar routes. (1) from the Baltimore 
Branch. Federal Reserve Bank of Rich¬ 
mond. Baltimore. Md.. to points in the 
District of Columbia, Arlington, Fairfax, 
Loudoun, and Prince William Counties, 
Va., Alexandria. Fairfax, and Falls 
Church, Va., and points in Berkeley, 
Grant, Hampshire. Hardy, Jefferson, 
Mineral, and Morgan Counties, W. Va., 
(2) from the Baltimore Branch, Federal 
Reserve Bank of Richmond, Baltimore, 
Md., to the Friendship International Air¬ 
port, near Baltimore. Md., restricted to 
the transportation of shipments having a 
subsequent movement by air, C3D from 
Cumberland. Md.. to points in Berkeley, 
Grant, Hampshire. Hardy, Jefferson, 
Mineral, and Morgan Counties, W. Va., 
restricted to the transportation of ship¬ 
ments haying a prior movement by air. 
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and (4) from points in Arlington, Fair¬ 
fax. Loudoun, and Prince William Coun¬ 
ties, Va.. and from Alexandria, Fairfax, 
and Fails Church, Va., and the District 
of Columbia, to the Baltimore Branch. 
Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond, Bal¬ 
timore. Md., under contract with the 
Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond, 
Baltimore Branch. Baltimore. Md.; and 
<BB) Under MC-138480, general com - 
modifies, with exceptions as a common 
carrier between Baltimore, Md., points in 
Baltimore. Howard, Montgomery, Anne 
Arundel, and Prince Georges Counties. 
Md., points in that part of Frederick 
County. Md.. on and east of U.S. High¬ 
way 15, points in the District of Colum¬ 
bia. points in Arlington and Fairfax 
Counties, Va., points in those parts of 
Prince William and Loudoun Counties, 
Va., on and east of U.S. Highway 15, and 
Fairfax. Alexandria, and Falls Church, 
Va.. with restrictions. Application lias 
not been filed for temporary authority 
under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-12822. Authority sought for 
purchase by OVERNITE TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION COMPANY, 1100 Commerce 
Road. Richmond. VA. 23224, of the oper¬ 
ating rights and property of O’NAN 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. IN¬ 
CORPORATED, P.O. Box 206. Carroll¬ 
ton. KY. 41008. and for acquisition by 
H. HARWOOD COCHRANE, of the 
Richmond. VA. 23209 address, of control 
of such rights through the purchase. Ap¬ 
plicants’ attorney: Eugene T. Liipfert. 
1660 L Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 
20006. and Louis J. Amato, P.O. Box E, 
Bowling Green, KY. 42101. Operating 
rights and property sought to be trans¬ 
ferred: General com?noditie$ , with ex¬ 
ceptions as a common carrier over irreg¬ 
ular routes between Berry Field, Nash¬ 
ville. Tenn., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Kentucky (except 
points in Adair, Barren, Clenton, Cum¬ 
berland, Metcalfe. Monroe, Russell, 
Simpson, Warren, and Wayne Counties, 
Ky.). between points in Breckinridge, 
Bullitt. Butler, Caldwell, Calloway, 
Christian, Crittenden, Daviess, Edmon¬ 
son, Grayson. Hancock, Hardin, Hart, 
Henderson, Hopkins, Jefferson, Larue. 
Livingston, Logan, Lyon, McCracken, 
McLean, Marshall, Meade, Muhlenberg. 
Ohio, Todd, Trigg, Union, and Webster 
Counties. Ky., with restrictions; general 
commodities , with exceptions between 
points in the Cincinnati, Ohio, Commer¬ 
cial Zone as defined by the Commission, 
between Cincinnati, Ohio, on the one 
hand, and. on the other, Burlington and 
Florence. Ky.; general commodities with 
exceptions as a common carrier over 
regular routes between Louisville, Ky. 
and Covington, Ky., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points and off-route points 
within 3 miles of the described route: 
between Carrollton, Ky. and Warsaw, 
Ky., serving all intermediate points and 
off-route points with 3 miles of the de¬ 
scribed route; except points on or within 
3 miles of that part of the route over 
U.S. 127: between Lexington, Ky. and 
Sparta, Ky.. serving all intermediate 
points and off-route points within 3 miles 


of the described route between Stamp¬ 
ing Ground. Ky. and Sparta. Ky.. except 
those between junction U.S. Highway 27 
and Kentucky Highway 22, and Junction 
U.S. Highway 127 and Kentucky High¬ 
way 35; between junction U.S. Highways 
227 and 127 (south of Bromley, Ky.). and 
New Liberty, Ky., serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points and off-route points within 
3 miles of the described route, with 
restrictions. 

Livestock, from Fredonia. Ind., to Lou¬ 
isville, Ky.. serving the intermediate and 
off-route points within 6 miles of Fre¬ 
donia. restricted to pickup only, from 
Fredonia north over unnumbered high¬ 
way to junction Indiana Highway 62. 
thence over Indiana Highway 62 to New 
Albany. Ind.. and thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 150 to Louisville; and general com¬ 
modities, with exceptions, from Louis¬ 
ville, Ky., to Fredonia, Ind.. serving the 
intermediate point of Leavenworth, Ind., 
and the off-route points of Wyandotte 
Cave. Beechwood, Alton, and Cape 
Sandy. Ind.; between junction U.S. High¬ 
way 42 and Kentucky Highway 53 and 
Mount Eden, Ky., serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points. Vendee is authorized to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier in Alabama, 
Delaware, the District ‘of Columbia, 
Florida, Georgia. Indiana. Kentucky. 
Maryland. North Carolina, Ohio, Penn¬ 
sylvania. South Carolina, Tennessee. 
Virginia, and West Virginia. Application 
has not been filed under section 210a(b). 

Note.— MC 109533 Sub No. 75 is a directly 
related matter. 

No. MC-F-12823. Authority sought for 
purchase by BUY TRUCKING, INC.. 
9231 Whitmore, El Monte, CA.. 91373, of 
the operating rights of J. B. ACTON, 
INC.. 1251 Taney. North Kansas City, 
MO., 64116, of control of such rights 
through the purchase. Applicants attor¬ 
neys: Milton W. Flack, Suite 300, 4311 
Wilshire Blvd.. Los Angeles, CA.. 90010, 
and John E. Jandera, 641 Harrison, 
Topeka, KS., 66603. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred : Oil-field equip¬ 
ment, machinery, and materials, as a 
common carrier over irregular routes be¬ 
tween points and places in Kansas, 
Oklahoma, Texas, New Mexico, Arkan¬ 
sas, and Louisiana. Vendee is authorized 
to operate as a common carrier in 
Arkansas, California, Kansas, Louisiana, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas. Ap¬ 
plication has been filed for temporary 
authority under 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-12824. Authority sought for 
control by HOLLAND INDUSTRIES, 
INC., a non-carrier, 900 West Central, 
Toledo, OH.. 43612, of SHORT WAY 
LINES, INC., 217 Twenty-First Street, 
Toledo, OH.. 43612, and for acquisition 
by JOHN CAPPOZZI, 900 W. Central, 
Toledo. OH., 43216. and RICHARD 
CRANDELL. also of Toledo. OH., 43216 
address, of control of SHORT WAY 
LINES, INC., through the acquisition by 
HOLLAND INDUSTRIES. INC. Appli¬ 
cants’ attorneys: Paul F. Beery. 8 East 
Broad, Columbus, OH 43215, and 
Thomas Zraik, 515 National Bank Bldg., 
608 Madison Ave., Toledo. OH., 43604. 


Operating rights sought to be controlled: 
Passengers and their baggage, express, 
and newspapers in the same vehicle with 
passengers, as a common carrier over 
regular routes between Toledo, Ohio, and 
Flint, Mich., serving all intermediate 
points, between Toledo, Ohio, and Lan¬ 
sing. Mich., serving all intermediate 
points, between Adrian, Mich., and Rome 
Center. Mich., serving all intermediate 
points, between Van Wert, Ohio, and 
Jackson. Mich., serving all intermediate 
points, between Toledo, Ohio, and Tem¬ 
perance. Mich., serving all intermediate 
points, between points in Michigan, serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points, between 
Rome Center. Mich., and junction U.S. 
Highways 223 and 127, and return over 
the same route, between junction U.S. 
Highway 223 and Michigan Highway 52, 
and junction U.S. Highway 223 and U.S. 
Highway 223 Business Route (Adrian. 
Mich., Bypass), serving all intermediate 
points, between junction U.S. Highway 
127 and Interstate Highway 94 (U.S. 
Highway 12), and junction U.S. Highway 
127 and Michigan Highway 50 (Jackson. 
Mich., Bypass), serving all Intermediate 
points, between Flint. Mich., and junc¬ 
tion new U.S. Highway 23 (Interstate 
Highway 75) and Silver Lake Road, near 
Fenton. Mich., serving all intermediate 
points, between junction Michigan 
Highway 50 and new U.S. Highway 23 
near Dundee. Mich., and junction new 
U.S. Highway 23 and U.S. Highway 223 
at Sylvania, Ohio, serving all interme¬ 
diate points. 

Between Stockbridge, Mich., and Ann 
Arbor. Mich., serving all intermediate 
points, between junction Interstate High¬ 
way 94 and Belleville Road near Belle¬ 
ville, Mich., and Belleville, Mich., serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points, between 
Birdsall, Mich., and Tecumseh, Mich., 
serving all intermediate points, between 
Romulua, Mich., and junction Goddard 
Road and Airport Drive near Detroit 
Metropolitan Wayne County Airport, 
Mich., serving all intermediate points, 
(Alternate Route for operating conveni¬ 
ence only) between junction Interstate 
Highway 94 and U.S. Highway 127 near 
Jackson, Mich., and junction Interstate 
Highway 94 and Michigan Highway 52 
near Chelsea, Mich., in connection with 
carrier’s regular route operations author¬ 
ized herein, serving no intermediate 
points, with restrictions; between Ypsil- 
anti State Hospital (Washtenaw Coun¬ 
ty). Mich., and Junction Wayne Road 
and Interstate Highway 94 (Wayne 
County), Mich., serving ail intermediate 
points, between junction Merriman Road 
and Interstate Highway 94 (Wayne 
County), Mich., and Detroit, Mich., serv¬ 
ing all intermediate, with restrictions; 
between Toledo, Ohio, and South Bend, 
Ind., serving all intermediate points, 
with service at Elkart, South Bend, and 
at points on U.S. Highway 33. restricted 
to the transportation of passengers mov¬ 
ing to or from points east of Elkhart, be¬ 
tween Toledo, Ohio, and YpsilantI, Mich., 
serving all intermediate points, between 
juncion U.S. Highway 23 and Interstate 
Highway 94, and Willow Run Air Term- 
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inal, Mich., serving all intermediate 
points. HOLLAND INDUSTRIES, INC. 
holds no authority from this Commis¬ 
sion. However, it owns all of the out¬ 
standing stock of BUCKEYE CHARTER 
CO., who is authorized to operate as a 
common carrier Ohio Michigan, and In¬ 
diana. Application has been filed for 
temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

No. MC-F-12825. Authority sought for 
purchase by TOM INMAN TRUCKING, 
INC., 6015 South 49th West Ave., Tulsa, 
OK., 74107, of a portion of the operating 
rights of FOPA TRANSPORT, INC., 
1804 S. 27th Avenue, Phoenix, AZ., 85009. 
and for acquisition by PAUL THOMAS 
INMAN, of Tulsa, OK., 74107 also, of 
control of such rights through the pur¬ 
chase. Applicants’ attorney: Martin J. 
Rosen, 256 Montgomery Street, San 
Francisco, CA., 94104. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: Lumber, as a 
common carrier over irregular routes, 
from Snowflake, Cutter, Fredonia, and 
Payson, Arizona to points in New Mexico 
and a portion of Texas; from points in 
Oregon, California and Arizona to points 
in Hidalgo County, New Mexico. Vendee 
is authorized to operate as a common 
carrier in Arizona, Arkansas, California, 
Colorado. Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Mon¬ 
tana, Nebraska, Nevada. New Mexico, 
North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma. Oregon, 
South Dakota, Tennessee. Texas, Utah, 
Washington, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 
Application has been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-12826. Authority sought for 
purchase by F-B TRUCK LINE COM¬ 
PANY, 1945 South Redwood Road, Salt 
Lake City, UT., 84104, of a portion of the 
operating rights of ARCHER FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 16305, and for 
acquisition by MERLIN J. NORTON, of 
Salt Lake City, UT.. 84104 address, of 
control of such rights through the pur¬ 
chase. Applicants’ attorneys: Alan R. 
Wilson, 1945 South Redwood Road, Salt 
Lake City, UT., 84104, and Earl H. 
Scudder, Jr., P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, 
NB., 68501. Operating rights sought to 
be transferred: Bulk and service station 
equipment, each article to weigh maxi¬ 
mum 5,000 pounds, agricultural com¬ 
modities, feeds, seeds, feed-lot supplies, 
building and construction materials and 
equipment , office and store fixtures (ex¬ 
cept those transported as part of a house¬ 
hold-goods movement, telephone and 
power line materials, and coal, as a com¬ 
mon carrier over irregular routes be¬ 
tween Julesburg, Colorado, and points in 
Colorado within 75 miles of Julesburg, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Wyoming; farm machines, minimum 
5,000 pounds, between points in Colorado 
within 75 miles of Julesburg, Colorado, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Wyoming; Bulk and service sta¬ 
tion equipment, each article to weigh a 
maximum of 5,000 pounds, building and 
construction material and equipment, 
telephone and power line materials, and 


coal, between points in Colorado, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Wyoming. Vendee is authorized to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier in Colorado, 
Utah, Arizona, Idaho, Illinois, Iowa, 
Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, and 
Montana. Application has been filed for 
temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

No. MC-F-12827. Authority sought for 
purchase by LESTER SMITH TRUCK¬ 
ING, INC., 11460 West 44th Ave., Wheat- 
ridge, CO., 80033, of a portion of the oper¬ 
ating rights of ARCHER FREIGHT 
CO.. 80216, and for acquisition by DAVTD 
LINES. INC., P.O. Box 16305, Denver. 
CO., 80216, and for acquisition by DAVID 
J. LISTER, of Wheatridge. Colorado, 
80033, of control of such rights through 
the purchase. Applicants’ attorney and 
representative: David J. Lister, 11460 
West 44th Ave., Wheatridge, CO.. 80033, 
and Earl H. Scudder, Jr., P.O. Box 82028. 
Lincoln, NB.. 68501. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: Bulk and serv¬ 
ice station equipment, each article to 
weigh maximum 5,000 pounds, agricul¬ 
tural commodities, feeds, seeds, feed-lot 
supplies, building and construction ma¬ 
terials and equipment, office and store 
fixtures (except those transported as part 
of a household-goods movement), tele¬ 
phone and power line materials, and 
coal, as a common carrier over irregular 
routes, between Julesburg, Colorado, and 
points within 75 miles of Julesburg, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Wyoming. South Dakota. Iowa, Kan¬ 
sas, and Nebraska, except North Platte, 
Ogallala, and Chappell, Nebraska, with 
restrictions; between points in Nebraska 
within 75 miles of Julesburg, Colorado, 
except North Platte, Ogallala, and Chap¬ 
pell, Nebraska, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Colorado; farm 
machines, minimum 5,000 pounds, be¬ 
tween points in Colorado within 75 miles 
of Julesburg, Colorado, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Wyoming. 
South Dakota, Iowa, Kansas, and Ne¬ 
braska, except North Platte, Ogallala, 
and Chappell, Nebraska, with restric¬ 
tions; farm machines, between points in 
Nebraska within 75 miles of Julesburg. 
Colorado, with restrictions; Agricultural 
machinery and implements and parts 
thereof when transported in the same 
vehicle and at the same time with such 
machinery and implements, as described 
in Appendix III to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209, except commodities which by 
reason of size or weight require the use 
of special equipment, from Rock Island, 
Moline, and Chicago, Illinois, and Coun¬ 
cil Bluffs, Des Moines, Waterloo, and 
Dubuque, Iowa, to Julesburg, Colorado, 
and points in Keith County, Nebraska, 
with no transportation for compensation 
on return except as otherwise authorized, 
with restrictions; prefabricated build¬ 
ings, from Julesburg, Colorado, and 
points within 75 miles thereof, to points 
in Iowa, with no transportation for com¬ 
pensation on return except as otherwise 
authorized; building materials (except 


precast and prestressed concrete prod¬ 
ucts and commodities which by reason of 
size or weight require the use of special 
equipment), from points in Missouri to 
Julesburg, Colorado, and points within 75 
miles thereof, with no transportation for 
compensation on return except as other¬ 
wise authorized. Vendee is authorized to 
operate as a common carrier in Colorado, 
Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, and 
South Dakota. Application has been filed 
for temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

Notice 

McHUGH BROTHERS HEAVY 
HAULING, INC. (McHugh), Box 196, 
Penndel, Bucks County, Pennsylvania 
19047, represented by Mr. James C. Mc¬ 
Hugh, Box 196, Penndel, Pennsylvania 
19047, hereby give notice that, on the 
4th day of August, 1975. it filed with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission at 
Washington, D.C., an application under 
Section 5(2) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act for McHugh to lease from the Bucks 
County Construction Company (BCCC) 
the properties of the New Hope and Ivy- 
land Railroad Company (New Hope), 
a common carrier by rail. McHugh 
will lease and operate the properties for 
a 3-year period. 

The operating rights sought to be con¬ 
trolled are the operating rights and prop¬ 
erty of the New Hope from New Hope to 
Ivyland, Pennsylvania, which applica¬ 
tion is assigned Finance Docket No. 
27971. 

As the New Hope is in reorganization, 
a Plan of Reorganization was submitted 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission 
and the Reorganization Court and was 
approved by both. The above-described 
transaction constitutes part of the Plan. 

McHugh, a non-carrier, is controlled 
by James C. McHugh and Robert C. 
McHugh through stock ownership. 
James C. and Robert McHugh also con¬ 
trol through stock ownership Bucks 
County Construction Company, a motor 
common carrier subject to Part II of 
the Act. BCCC operates pursuant to au¬ 
thority authorized in No. MC 126034 to 
operate as a common carrier over irregu¬ 
lar routes from to and between points and 
places in the States of Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, West Virginia, 
Maryland, and the District of Columbia. 

Applicants have stated in their appli¬ 
cation that the quality of the human 
environment will not be affected by the 
proposed Commission’s action requested 
in the application. In accordance with 
the Commission’s regulations (49 CFR 
1100.250) in Ex Parte No. 55 (Sub-No. 
4), Implementation—national Enviroyi- 
mental Policy Act, 1969, 340 I.C.C. 431 
(1972), any protests may include a 
statement indicating the presence or ab¬ 
sence of any effect of the requested Com¬ 
mission action on the quality of the hu¬ 
man environment. If any such effect is 
alleged to be present, the statement shall 
include information relating to the rele¬ 
vant factors set forth in Ex Parte No. 55 
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(Sub-No. 4), supra, Part (b> (l>-(5>. 340 
I.C.C. 431, 461. 

The proceeding will be handled with¬ 
out public hearings unless protests are 
received which contain information in¬ 
dicating a need for such hearings. Any 
protests submitted shall be filed with the 
Commission no later than 30 days from 
the date of first publication in the 
Federal Rerister. 

McHugh Brothers Heavy Hauling, Inc. 

Finance Docket No. 27590 (Petition for 
leave to file petition and petition of 
Consolidated Rail Corporation for au¬ 
thority to join the fiat car pooling plan) 
(TRAILER TRAIN COMPANY ET AL.— 
FOR APPROVAL OF THE POOLING OF 
CAR SERVICE WITH RESPECT TO 
FLAT CARS), published in the March 
12, 1974, issue of the Federal Register. 
By petition filed April 1, 1976, Consoli¬ 
dated Rail Corporation seeks modifica¬ 
tion of the report and order of August 1, 
1974, as modified by supplemental re¬ 
port and order of September 24, 1974, 
which aproved the fiat car pooling agree¬ 
ment in the above-entitled proceeding, 
subject to conditions, in order to permit 
the petitioning railroad to join in the 
fiat car pooling arrangement as a full 
and equal participant. 

Finance Docket No. 27589 ( Petition for 
leave to file petition and petition of Con¬ 
solidated Rail Corporation for authority 
to join the box car pooling plan) (AMER¬ 
ICAN RAIL BOX CAR COMPANY AND 
TRAILER TRAIN COMPANY ET AL.— 
FOR APPROVAL OF THE POOLING OF 
CAR SERVICE WITH RESPECT TO 
BOX CARS >, published in the March 12. 
1974, issue of the Federal Register. By 
petition filed April 1. 1976. Consolidated 
Rail Corporation seeks modification of 
the report and order of August 1. 1974, 
as modified by various supplemental re¬ 
ports and orders, which approved the box 
car agreement in the above-entitled 
proceeding, subject to conditions, in or¬ 
der to permit the petitioning railroad to 
join in the box car pooling arrangements 
as a full and equal participant. 

OPERATING RIGHTS APPLICATIONS DI¬ 
RECTLY RELATED TO FINANCE PRO¬ 
CEEDINGS 

Notice 

The following operating rights appli¬ 
cations are filed in connection with 
pending finance applications under Sec¬ 
tion 5(2) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, or seek tacking and/or gateway 
elimination in connection with pending 
transfer applications under Section 212 
cb) of the Interstate Commerce Act. 

An original and two copies of protests 
to the granting of the authorities must 
be filed with the Commission within 30 
days after the date of this Federal 
Register notice. Such protests shall 
comply with Special Rule 247(d) of the 
Commission’s General Rules of Practice 
(49 CFR § 1100.247) and include a con- 


NOTICES 

else statement of protestant’s interest in 
the proceeding and copies of its conflict¬ 
ing authorities. Verified statements in 
opposition should not be tendered at this 
time. A copy of the protest shall be 
served concurrently upon applicant’s 
representative, or applicant if no repre¬ 
sentative is named. 

Each applicant states that there will 
be no significant effect on the quality of 
the human environment resulting from 
approval of its applications. 

No. MC 14552 (Sub-No. 59). (repub¬ 
lication) filed January 31,1975, and pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issue of 
March 6,1975 and republished this issue. 
Applicant: J. V. McNicholas Transfer 
Co.. 555 West Federal Street, Youngs- 
towm, Ohio, 44501. Applicants’ repre¬ 
sentative: Paul F. Beery. 8 East Broad 
Street. Columbus. Ohio 43215. This re¬ 
quest was amended in Part (1). now 
part (1) (a). to include part (1) (b). Steel, 
steel products, materials used in the 
manufacture of steel, and building and 
construction materials , (except commod¬ 
ities in bulk and commodities requirii^ 
special equipment), between points in 
Ohio, on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in West Virginia, Michigan, New 
York and Pennsylvania, and in Part (4) 
to enlarge the commodity description 
from steel pipe, conduit, tubing and fit¬ 
tings for steel pipe, conduit, and tubing, 
to pipe and tubing. This matter concerns 
a gateway elimination request directly 
related to MC-F-11775. 

No. MC 63562 (Sub-No. 54>. filed April 
6, 1976. Applicant: BN TRANSPORT, 
INC., 796 South Pearl Street. Galesburg, 
III. 61401. Applicant’s representative: 
Cecil L. Goettsch. lltli Floor Des Moines 
Bldg., Des Moines, Iow'a 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over regular and ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, live¬ 
stock, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk and 
those requiring special equipment), (1) 
Irregular routes: Between points in Du 
Page, Cook. Kendall, Grundy, Will, Kane 
and Kankakee Counties, HI., and points 
in DeKalb, La Salle, Livingston, Ford 
and Iroquois Counties, Ill., on, east, or 
north of a line beginning at the intersec¬ 
tion of Hlinois Highway 23 and the north 
county line of DeKalb County and ex¬ 
tending southerly along Illinois Highway 
23 to its junction with Illinois Highway 
116, thence easterly along Hlinois High¬ 
way 116 to its junction with U.S. High¬ 
way 45. thence easterly along JJJS. High¬ 
way 45 to its junction with U.S. High¬ 
way 52. thence easterly along U.S. High¬ 
way 52 to the Hlinois-Indlana state line; 
and (2) Regular routes: Serving points 
in the irregular route territory described 
in (1) above as off-route points in con¬ 
nection with applicant’s regular routes 


authority to serve Chicago, La Grange 
and Aurora, HI. 

Note.— The purpose of this application Is 
to convert a Certificate of Registration to a 
Certificate of Public Convenience and Neces¬ 
sity. This is a matter directly related to a Sec¬ 
tion 5(2) finance proceeding in MC-F-12808 
published in the Federal Register issue of 
AprU 22. 1976. Common control may be In¬ 
volved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, HI. 

MOTOR CARRIER ALTERNATE ROUTE 
DEVIATIONS 

Notice 

The following letter-notices to oper¬ 
ate over deviation routes for operating 
convenience only have been filed with 
the Commission under the Commission’s 
Deviation Rules—Motor Carriers of 
Property (49 CFR § 1042.4(c) (ID). 

Protests against the use of any pro¬ 
posed deviation route herein described 
may be filed with the Commission in the 
manner and form provided in such rules 
(49 CFR § 1042.4(c) (12) at any time, 
but will not operate to stay commence¬ 
ment of the proposed operations unless 
filed within 30 days from the date of this 
Federal Register notice. 

Each applicant states that there will 
be no significant effect on the quality of 
the human environment resulting from 
approval of its request. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 35320 (Deviation No. 20). 
TJ.M.E.-D.C., INC.. P.O. Box 2550. Lub¬ 
bock, Tex. 79408, filed April 26.1976. Car¬ 
rier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, of general com - 
modities, with certain exceptions, over a 
deviation route as follows: From Dallas. 
Tex., over Interstate Highway 30 to Little 
Rock, Ark., and return over the same 
route for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over a pertinent serv¬ 
ice rpute as follows: From Dallas, Tex., 
over Texas Highway 114 to Roanoke, 
Tex., thence over U.S. Highway 377 to 
Denton, Tex., thence over Texas High¬ 
way 99 to Whitesboro, Tex., thence over 
U.S. Highway 82 to Sherman. Tex.. 
thence over U.S. Highway 75 to Durant. 
Okla., thence over U.S. Highway 69 to 
Muskogee. Okla., thence over UJ3. High¬ 
way 64 to Ft, Smith, Ark., thence over 
Arkansas Highway 22 to Dardanelle. 
Ark., thence over Arkansas Highway 7 to 
Russellville, Ark., thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 64 to Conway, Ark., thence over U.S. 
Highway 65 to Little Rock, Ark., and 
return over the same route. 

No. MC 89723 (Deviation No. 35). MIS¬ 
SOURI PACIFIC TRUCK LINES, INC.. 
210 N. 13th St., St. Louis, Mo. 63103, filed 
April 22, 1976. Carrier proposes to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle, of general commodities, with cer¬ 
tain exceptions, over a deviation route 
as follow's: From Opelousas, La., over 
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U.S. Highway 167 to Lafayette. La., 
thence over UJS. Highway 90 to junction 
Louisiana Highway 14, thence over 
Louisiana Highway 14 to New Iberia, La., 
and return over the same route for op¬ 
erating convenience only. The notice in¬ 
dicates that the carrier is presently au¬ 
thorized to transport the same com¬ 
modities, over a pertinent service route 
as follows: From Opelousas, La., over 
U.S. Highway 190 to junction Louisiana 
Highway 31. thence over Louisiana High¬ 
way 31 to New Iberia, La., and return 
over the same route. 

MOTOR CARRIER INTRASTATE 
APPLICATIONS 

Notice 

The following application for motor 
common carrier authority to operate in 
intrastate commerce seek concurrent 
motor carrier authorization in interstate 
or foreign commerce within the limits of 
the intrastate authority sought, pursuant 
to Section 206(a)(6) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act. These applications are 
governed by Special Rule 245 of the 
Commission's General Rules of Practice 
(49 CFR 5 1100.245), which provides, 
among other things, that protests and re¬ 
quests for information concerning the 
time and place of State Commission 
hearings or other proceedings, any sub¬ 
sequent changes therein, and any other 
related matters shall be directed to the 
State Commission with which the ap¬ 
plication is filed and shall not be ad¬ 
dressed to or filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

California Docket No. A 56402 filed 
April 13, 1976. Applicant: INDUSTRIAL 
FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 9120 San 
Fernando Road, Sun Valley. Calif. 91352. 
Applicant’s representative: Gary W. 
Wigand, 13031 San Antonio Dr.. Suite 
214, Norwalk, Calif. 90650. Certificate of 
Public Concenience and Necessity sought 
to operate a freight service as follows: 
General commodities . (except 1. Used 
household goods and personal effects 
not packed in accordance with the crated 
property requirements set forth in Item 
5 Minimum Rate Tariff No. 4-B. 2. Auto¬ 
mobiles, trucks and buses, viz: New and 
used, finished or unfinished passenger 
automobiles (including jeeps >, am¬ 
bulance. hearses and taxis, freight auto¬ 
mobiles, automobiles chassis, trucks, 
truck chassis, truck trailers, trucks and 
trailers combined, buses and bus chassis. 
3. Livestock viz: bucks, bulls, calves, 
cattle, cows, dairy cattle, ewes, goats, 
hogs, horses, kids, lambs, oxen, pigs, 
sheep, sheep camp outfits, sows, steers, 
stags or swine. 4. Commodities requir¬ 
ing the use of special refrigeration or 
temperature control in specially de¬ 
signed and constructed refrigerated 
equipment. 5. Liquids, compresed gases, 
commodities in semiplastic form and 
commodities in suspension in liquids in 
bulk, in tank trucks, tank trailers, tank 
semi-trailers or a combination of such 


highway vehicles; and 6. Commodities 
when transported in motor vehicles 
equipped for mechanical mixing in 
transit.), 1. Between all points and 
places within the Los Angeles Basin 
Territory, 2. Between all points and 
places within the San Diego Territory, 3. 
Between all points and places within the 
Los Angeles Basin Territory, on the one 
hand, and all points and places within 
the San Diego Territory, including inter¬ 
mediate points and places along U.S. 
Highways Nos. 101, 101-A and U.S. High¬ 
way Interstate No. 5 and laterally 20 
miles on either side of said highways, 
on the other hand; and 4. Carrier may 
use the highways named herein in either 
direction and any other public roadways 
necessary or convenient to perform the 
service authorized in Paragraphs 1, 2 
and 3 supra. Intrastate, interstate and 
foreign commerce authority sought. 
Hearing: Date, time and place not yet 
fixed. Requests for procedural informa¬ 
tion should be addressed to the Public 
Utilities Commission, State of California, 
State Building, Civic Center, 455 Golden 
Gate Avenue, San Francisco, Calif. 94102 
and should not be directed to the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission. 

Florida Docket No. 760290-CCT filed 
April 16, 1976. Applicant: DUVAL 

CARTAGE, INC.. 321 N. Lane Avenue, 
Jacksonville, Fla. 32205. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Richard B. Austin. Ste. 214, 
Palm Coast II Bldg., 5255 N. W. 87th 
Avenue, Miami. Fla. 33178. Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity sought 
to operate a freight service as follows: 
Transportation of General commodities 
(excluding household goods as defined 
by the Commission, articles of unusual 
value and articles which are injurious to 
other ladings, commodities in bulk, and 
articles which, by reason of size, weight 
or bulk, require specialized equipment 
and handling), between points in Jack¬ 
sonville (Duval County), Fla., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Ala¬ 
chua. Bradford, Clay, Duval, Marion, 
Nassau and St. Johns Counties, Fla., re¬ 
stricted to traffic having an immediately 
prior or subsequent handling by freight 
forwarder. Intrastate, interstate and for¬ 
eign commerce authority sought. Hear¬ 
ing: Date, , time and place not yet fixed. 
Requests for procedural information 
should be addressed to the Florida Public 
Service Commission, 700 South Adams 
Street, Tallahassee, Fla. 32304 and should 
not be directed to the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission. 

By the Commission. 

f seal j Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-10307 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am) 


CAR SERVICE RULES 

(Twenty-First Revised Exemption No. 121 

Exemption Under Provision of Rule 19 
TO ALL RAILROADS: 

It appearing. That the railroads 
named herein own numerous plain box¬ 


cars that under present conditions, 
there is virtually no demand for these 
cars on the lines of the car owners; that 
return of these cars to the car owners 
would result in their being stored idle on 
these lines; that such cars can be used 
by other carriers for transporting traffic 
offered for shipments to points remote 
from the car owners; and that compli¬ 
ance with Car Service Rules 1 and 2 pre¬ 
vents such use of plain boxcars owned 
by the railroads listed herein, resulting 
in unnecessary loss of utilization of such 
cars. 

It is ordered. That pursuant to the au¬ 
thority vested in me by Car Service Rule 
19, plain boxcars described in the Official 
Railway Equipment Register, I.C.C. 
R.E.R. No. 399, issued by W. J. Trezise. 
or successive issues thereof, as having 
mechanical designation “XM". and 
bearing reporting marks assigned to the 
railroads named below, shall be exempt 
from the provisions of Car Service Rules 
1(a), 2(a). and 2(b). 

Atlantic and Western Railway 
Reporting Marks: ATW 
Chicago & Illinois Midland Railway Com¬ 
pany 

Reporting Marks: CIM 
Fonda. Johnstown and Gloversville Railroad 
Company 

Reporting Marks: FJG 
Hartford and Slocomb Railroad Company 
Reporting Marks: HS 
Louisiana Midland Railway Company 
Reporting Marks: LOAM 
Manufacturers Railway Company 
Reporting Marks: MRS 
Maryland and Pennsylvania Railroad Com¬ 
pany 

Reporting Marks: MPA 
Minneapolis. Northfield and Southern Rail¬ 
way 

Reporting Marks: MNS 
New Hope and Ivyland Railroad Company * 
Reporting Marks: NHIR 
Picken Railroad Company 
Reporting Marks: PICK 
Roscoe. Snyder and Pacific Railway Company 
Reporting Marks: RSP 
WellsvUle, Addison & Gale ton Railroad Cor¬ 
poration 

Reporting Marks: WAO 

Effective May 1, 1976, and continuing 
in effect until further order of this Com¬ 
mission. 

Issued at Washington, D.C.. April 28, 
1976. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

l seal] Lewis R. Teeple, 

Agent. 

|FR Doc.76-13241 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am) 


| Revised Exemption No 123] 

CAR SERVICE RULES 
Exemption Under Provision of Rule 19 
TO ALL RAILROADS: 

It appearing , That railroads named 
herein own numerous plain flat cars; 
that under present conditions, there is 
virtually no demand for these cars on 
the lines of the car owners; that return 
of these cars to the car owners would re- 


1 Addition. 
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suit in their being stored idle on these 
lines; that such cars can be used by other 
carriers for transporting traffic offered 
for shipments to points remote from the 
car owners; and that compliance with 
Car Service Rules 1 and 2 prevents such 
use of these cars resulting in unneces¬ 
sary loss of utilization of such cars. 

It is ordered . That pursuant to the 
authority vested in me by Car Service 
Rule 19, plain flat cars described in the 
Official Railway Equipment Register. 
I.C.C.-R.E.R. No. 399, issued by W. J. 
Trezise, or successive issues thereof, as 
having mechanical designation FM , 
and having less than 200.000 lbs. carry¬ 
ing capacity, and bearing reporting 
marks assigned to railroads named be¬ 
low. shall be exempted from the provi¬ 
sions of Car Service Rules l(a>, 2<a>, 
and 2(b). 


Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad Company 
Reporting Marks: CEI-C&EI 
Missouri Pacific Railroad Company 
Reporting Marks: MP 

Southern Railway Company n 

Reporting Marks: AEC-CG-NS-SOU-TA&G 
The Texas and Pacific Railroad Company 
Reporting Marks: TP-T&P 


Effective May 1. 1976. and continuing 
in effect until further order of this 
Commission. 

Issued at Washington. D.C>, April 28. 
1976. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

[seal! Lewis R. Teeple. 

Aaent. 


{FR Doc.76-13246 Filed 6-5-76:8:45 am) 


(Exemption No. 125J 

CAR SERVICE RULES 


Exemption Under Provision of Rule 19 

TO ALL RAILROADS: 

It appearing. That the Chicago. Mil¬ 
waukee. St. Paul, and Pacific Railroad 
Company (MILW) owns numerous 40-ft. 
narrow door plain boxcars; that under 
present conditions, there is virtually no 
demand for these cars on the lines of 
the MILW; that return of these cars to 
the MILW would result in their being 
stored idle on that line; that such cars 
can be used by other carriers for trans¬ 
porting traffic offered for shipments to 
points remote from the car owner; and 
that compliance with Car Service Rules 
1 and 2 prevents such use of plain box¬ 
cars owned by the MILW. resulting in 
unnecessary loss of utilization of such 
cars. 

It is ordered, That pursuant to the 
authority vested in me by Car Service 
Rule 19. plain boxcars described in the 
Official Railway Equipment Register, 
I.C.C.-R.E.R. No. 399, issued by W. J. 
Trezise, or successive issues thereof, as 
having mechanical designation “XM’\ 


with inside length 44 ft. 6 in. or less, and 
having door openings less than nine feet 
wide, and bearing MILW reporting 
marks, shall be exempt from the provi¬ 
sions of Car Service Rules 1(a), 2(a), 
and 2<b). 

Effective 12:01 a.m., May 1, 1976, and 
continuing in effect until further order 
of this Commission. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., April 29, 
1976. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

I seal I Lewis R. Teeple. 

Agent. 

(FR Doc.76-13244 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 ami 


| Amendment No. 2 to Corrected Exemption 
No. 104 J 

CAR SERVICE RULES 

Exemption Under Provision of Rule 19 

Upon further consideration of Cor¬ 
rected Exemption No. 104 issued Octo¬ 
ber 7. 1975. 

It is ordered , That, under the author¬ 
ity vested in me by Car Service Rule 19, 
Corrected Exemption No. 104 to the 
Mandatory Car Service Rules ordered in 
Ex Parte No. 241. be. and it is hereby 
amended to expire July 31, 1976. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive April 30, 1976. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., April 27. 
1976. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

LsealI Lewis R. Teeple, 

Agent. 

|FR Doc.76-13245 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am| 


|I.C.C Order No. 167 Under Revised S.O. 

No. 9941 

REROUTING TRAFFIC 

In the opinion of Lewis R. Teeple, 
Agent, the Burlington Northern Inc. 
(BN» and Canadian National Railways 
(CN) are unable to transport traffic 
routed via Northgate, North Dakota, be¬ 
cause of washout on the CN between 
Northgate, North Dakota, and Lam pm an. 
Saskatchewan, Canada. 

It is ordered. That: (a) Rerouting traf¬ 
fic. The BN and CN being unable to 
transport traffic routed via Northgate. 
North Dakota, because of washout on the 
CN between Northgate and Lamp man, 
Saskatchewan, Canada, these lines are 
hereby authorized to reroute or divert 
such traffic via any available route. Traf¬ 
fic necessarily diverted by authority of 
this order shall be rerouted so as to pre¬ 
serve as nearly as possible the participa¬ 
tion and revenues of other carriers pro¬ 
vided in the original routing. 

(b) Concurrence of receiving roads to 
be obtained. The railroad desiring to di¬ 


vert or reroute traffic under this order 
shall receive the concurrence of other 
railroads to which such traffic is to be 
diverted or rerouted, before the rerout¬ 
ing or diversion is ordered. 

(c) Notification to shippers. Each car¬ 
rier rerouting cars in accordance with 
this order shall notify each shipper at the 
time each car is rerouted or diverted and 
shall furnish to such shipper the new 
routing provided under this order. 

(d) Inasmuch as the diversion or re¬ 
routing of traffic is deemed to be due to 
carrier disability, the rates applicable to 
traffic diverted or rerouted by said Agent 
shall be the rates which were applicable 
at the time of shipment on the shipments 
as originally routed. 

(e) In executing the directions of the 
Commission and of such Agent provided 
for in this order, the common carriers 
involved shall proceed even though no 
contracts, agreements, or arrangements 
now exist between them with reference 
to the divisions of the rates of trans¬ 
portation applicable to said traffic. Divi¬ 
sions shall be, during the time this order 
remains in force, those voluntarily 
agreed upon by and between said car¬ 
riers: or upon failure of the carriers to so 
agree, said divisions shall be those here¬ 
after fixed by the Commission in accord¬ 
ance with pertinent authority conferred 
upon it by the Interstate Commerce Act. 

(f) Effective date. This order shall be¬ 
come effective at 3:30 p.m., April 27,1976. 

(g) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m. f May 10, 1970, un¬ 
less otherwise modified, changed, or sus¬ 
pended. 

It is further ordered. That this order 
shall be served upon the Association of 
American Ftailroads. Car Service Division 
as agent of all railroads subscribing to 
the car service and car hire agreement 
under the terms of that agreement, and 
upon the American Short Line Railroad 
Association; and that it be filed with the 
Director. Office of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., April 27. 
1976. 

Interstate Commerce 
Cobimission, 

l seal] Lewis R. Teeple, 

Agent. 

(FR Doc.76-13247 Filed 5-5-76:8:45 am| 


[Notice No. 1231 

TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TERMINATION 

The temporary authorities granted in 
the dockets listed below have expired as 
a result of final action either granting 
or denying the issuance of a Certificate 
or Permit in a corresponding application 
for permanent authority, on the date in¬ 
dicated below: 
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Temporary authority application Final action or certificate or permit Date of act ion 


Tunapkirw Motor Lines, Inc., MC-2OT83 Sub-95 TA..MC-2W783 8ub-lfl0_Apr. 30,1976 

D.bou The Waggoners, MC-iUW Sub-45 TA.MC-2^396 8ub-51. Apr. 26. H«70 

D.b.a. The Waopnors, MC-2C396 Bub-62, 76.MC-20896 Bub-68. Do. 

Douglas L. Turner. MC-61R44 Sub-2 TA.MC-SI844 8ub-3. Apr. 27,1976 

Pehnka. Inc.. MC-&2473 8ub-9 TA.MOS2473 Sub-10. Do. 

Sawyer Transport, Inc., MC-12340? Bub-160 TA.. MC-123407 Sub-157.... Apr. 26,1976 

Sawyer Transport, Inc., MC-123407 Sub-236 TA.MC-l234ir7 Bub-247. Do. 

D.b.a. H. A. Crawford Trucking Service, MC-128910 8ul>-21 MO 128940 Sub-22.. Do. 

TA. 

Beyl Truck Lines, Inc., MC-133119 Sub-63 TA.MC-133119 8ttb-60_ Apr. 28,1976 

Tn State Associates, Inc., MO135170 Kub-6 TA..MC-136170 Sub-4... Apr. 26,1976 

DonOcO Carriers, Inc., MC-136376 Sub-3 TA. MC-13C376 Sul>-4__ Apr. 27,1976 

<la9 Inc., MC-188844 Sub-7 TA.MC-138844 Sub-1. Apri. 26,1976 

Able Moving and Storage Co M Inc., MC-140496 8ub-l TA_MOiHOiM Bub-2... Do. 

Dairy land Transport, luc., MC-140t’>15 8ub-l TA..MC-M0615 SulM.. Apr. 27,1976 

Knsec Service Corp., MC-140153 Sub-1 TA.MC-14I053 8ub-2. Do. 


[seal] Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-13243 Filed 5-5-76;8:46 am] 


[Notice No. 40] 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

May 3, 1976. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment, cancellation or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be on the issues as 
presently reflected in the Official Docket 
of the Commission. An attempt will be 
made to publish notices of cancella¬ 
tion of hearings as promptly as possible, 
but interested parties should take appro¬ 
priate steps to insure that they are noti¬ 
fied of cancellation or postponements 
of hearings in which they are interested. 

MC 102520 Sub 5, Ric’s Transfer Co., now as¬ 
signed May 18. 1976, at Seattle, Wash., is 
canceled and application dismissed. 

I seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

]FR Doc.76-13248 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am] 


{Notice No. 68] 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

May 3, 1976. 

The following notices of filing of ap¬ 
plications for temporary authority under 
Section 210a<a) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act provided for under the pro¬ 
visions of 49 C.F.R. $ 1131.3. These rules 
provide that an original and six (6) 
copies of protests to an application may 
be filed with the field official named in 
the Federal Register publication no 
later than the 15th calendar day after 
the date the notice of the filing of the 
application is published in the Federal 
Register. One copy of the protest must 
be served on the applicant, or its author¬ 
ized representative, if any, and the pro- 
testant must certify thac such service 
has been made. The protest must identify 
the operating authority upon which it is 
predicated, specifying the “MC” docket 
and “Sub” number and quoting the par¬ 
ticular portion of authority upon which 
it relies. Also, the protestant shall spec¬ 
ify the service it can and will provide 


and the amount and type of equipment it 
will make available for use in connection 
with the service contemplated by the 
TA application. The weight accorded a 
protest shall be governed by the com¬ 
pleteness and pertinence of the Protes¬ 
tant's information. 

Except as otherwise specifically noted, 
each applicant states that there will be 
no significant effect on the quality of the 
human environment resulting from ap¬ 
proval of its application. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of 
the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., and also 
in the I.C.C. Field Office to which pro¬ 
tests are to be transmitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 2980 (Sub-No. 9TA). filed April 
22, 1976. Applicant: LANDGREBE MO¬ 
TOR TRANSPORT, INC., Highway 130 
West, Valparaiso, Ind. 46383. Applicant’s 
representative: Earl F. Landgrebe (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities . no protected 
service, from Teft. Ind., and San Pierre, 
Ind., over State Highway 421 and State 
Highway 10. Applicant intends to inter¬ 
line at Chicago, HI., and South Bend, 
Ind., for 180 days. Applicant has also 
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to 
90 days of operating authority. Support¬ 
ing shipper: Tri State Steel & Fabricat¬ 
ing Co., Inc., 1000 Main St., Tefft, Ind. 
46380. Send protests to: J. H. Gray, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 345 
West Wayne St., Room 204, Fort Wayne, 
Ind. 46802. 

No. MC 52460 <Sub-No. 180TA), filed 
April 22, 1976. Applicant: ELLEX 

TRANSPORTATION, INC.. P.O. Box 
9637, 1420 West 35th St., Tulsa, Okla. 
74107. Applicant’s representative: Thom¬ 
as A. Rucker (same address as appli¬ 
cant) . Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Malt bev¬ 
erages and related advertising material, 
from Longview, Tex., to points in Okla¬ 
homa, for 180 days. Supporting shippers: 


There are approximately 14 statements 
of support attached to the application, 
which may be examined at the Interstate 
Commerce Commission in Washington, 
D.C., or cories thereof which may be ex¬ 
amined at the field office named below. 
Send protests to: Joe Green, District Su¬ 
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion. Room 240 Old Post Office & Court¬ 
house, 215 N.W. 3rd St., Oklahoma City, 
Okla. 73102. 

No. MC 95084 (Sub-No. 111TA), filed 
April 22, 1976. Applicant: HOVE TRUCK 
LINE, Stanhope. Iowa 50246. Applicant’s 
representative: Kenneth F. Dudley, P.O. 
Box 279, Ottumwa, Iowa 52501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Hog and cattle feeding 
equipment and automated feed systems, 
from Jamestown, Ohio, to points in Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Missouri, Nebraska, South Dakota, Ten¬ 
nessee and Wisconsin, for 180 days. Ap¬ 
plicant has also filed an underlying ETA 
seeking up to 90 days of operating au¬ 
thority. Supporting shippers: Pax Dis¬ 
tributing Company, North Fourth St., 
Coldwater. Ohio r^d The Adams-Thuma 
Lumber Co., 27JSouth Church St.. James¬ 
town Ohio. Send protests to: Herbert W. 
Allen, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations. 518 Federal Bldg., Des Moines, 
Iowa 50309. 

No. MC 103051 (Sub-No. 369TA), filed 
April 9,1976 Applicant: FLEET TRANS¬ 
PORT COMPANY, INC., 934 44th Ave., 
North Nashville. Term. 37209. Applicant’s 
representative: William G. North (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Soya bean oil, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from Raleigh, N.C.. to the plant- 
site of Ralston Purina Company, at or 
near Zellwood, Fla., for 180 days. Appli¬ 
cant has also filed an underlying ETA 
seeking up to 90 days of operating au¬ 
thority. Supporting shipper: Ralston Pu¬ 
rina Company, 835 S. 8th St., St. Louis, 
Mo. 63188. Send protests to: Joe J. Tate, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, Suite 
A-422 U.S. Courthouse, 801 Broadway, 
Nashville, Tenn. 37203. 

No. MC 111274 (Sub-No. 12TA), filed 
April 23, 1976. Applicant: ELMER C. 
SCHMIDOALL AND BENJAMIN G. 
SCHMIDGALL, doing business as SCH¬ 
MIDOALL TRANSFER, Box 249, Tre- 
mont. Ill. 61568. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Frederick C. Schmidgall, Box 356, 
Morton, Ill. 61550. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fencing and fencing materials , farm 
buildings, materials and components of 
farm buildings, between Morton, HI., on 
the one hand, and, points in Tennessee 
on the other, under a continuing contract 
with Morton Buildings, Inc., for 180 days. 
Applicant has also filed an underlying 
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operating 
authority. Supporting shipper: Morton 
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Buildings, Inc., Richard Bartlow, Traffic 
Manager, 252 W. Adams St., Morton. Ill. 
61550. Send protests to: Patricia A. Ros- 
coe. Transportation Assistant, Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Everett McKin¬ 
ley Dirksen Bldg., 219 S. Dearborn St., 
Room 1086, Chicago, Ill. 60604. 

No. MC 112750 (Sub-No. 326TA). filed 
April 22. 1976. Applicant: PUROLATOR 
COURIER CORP., 3333 New Hyde Park 
Road, New Hyde Park, N.Y. 11040. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Elizabeth L. 
Henoch (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Commercial papers, 
documents, written instruments , and 
business records (except currency and 
negotiable securities), as are used in the 
business of banks and banking institu¬ 
tions, between Pittsburgh, Pa., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Elkins, Keyser, 
Moorefield, Petersburg, and Romney, 
W. Va.. under a continuing contract with 
Mellon Bank, N.A.; South Branch Valley 
National Bank: Farmers and Merchants 
Bank of Keyser; The Bank of Romney: 
Citizens National Bank of Elkins; and 
Potomac Valley Bank, for 3C days. Ap¬ 
plicant has also filed an underlying ETA 
seeking up to 90 days of operating au¬ 
thority. Supporting shippers: There are 
approximately 6 statements of support 
attached to the application, which may 
be examined at the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in Washington, D.C., or 
copies thereof which may be examined at 
the field office named below. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Anthony D. Giaimo, District 


Supervisor. Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 26 Federal Plaza, New York, 
N.Y. 10007. 

No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. 135TA). filed 
April 22, 1976. Applicant: JERRY LIPPS, 
INC., 130 South Frederick St., Cape Gi¬ 
rardeau, Mo. 63701. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 3426 
North Washington Blvd., Arlington, Va. 
22201. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Plastic 
containers and closures therefor , from 
the facilities of Plastipak Packaging at 
Highlands. Tex., to points in Oklahoma, 
Kansas, Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi. 
Alabama, Tennessee. Missouri, Iowa and 
Nebraska, for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Plastipak Packaging, State Route 
65. Jackson Center. Ohio 45334. Send 
protests to: J. P. Werthmann, District 
Supervisor. Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, Room 
1465, 210 N. 12th St., St. Louis, Mo. 63101. 

No. MC 14185 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed 
April 22, 1976. Applicant: T. W. SMITH 
WELDING SUPPLY CORPORATION, 
885 Meeker Ave., Brooklyn, N.Y. 11222. 
Applicant’s representative: George A. 
Olsen. 69 Tonnele Ave.. Jersey City, N.J. 
07306. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Com¬ 
pressed gas, in cylinders, from the facili¬ 
ties of Matheson at East Rutherford, 
N.J., to points in Nassau, and Suffolk 
Counties, N.Y., and New York, N.Y..; and 
(2) Empty cylinders, from the above des¬ 


tinations to the facilities of Matheson 
at East Rutherford, N.J., under a con¬ 
tinuing contract with Matheson, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Matheson. 
1275 Valley Brook Ave., Lyndhurst, N.J. 
07071. Send protests to: M. B. Kejss, 
Transportation Assistant, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 26 Federal Plaza, 
New York, N.Y. 10007. 

No. MC 141987TA, filed April 22, 1976. 
Applicant: THE LOGAN TRUCKING 
COMPANY, R.F.D. 2. Belle Center, Ohio 
43310. Applicant’s representative: Jerry 
B. Sellman, 50 West Broad St., Colum¬ 
bus. Ohio 43215. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Aggregates and hot mix, in dump 
vehicles, from the facilities of The 
Shelly Company, located in Meigs and 
Gallia Counties, Ohio, to points in Ma¬ 
son and Jackson Counties, W. Va., under 
a continuing contract with The Shelly 
Company, for 180 days. Applicant has 
also filed an underlying ETA seeking up 
to 90 days of operating authority. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: The Shelly Company, 
Box 266, Thornville, Ohio 43076. Send 
protests to: Frank L. Calvary, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 220 Federal Bldg., & U.S. Court¬ 
house, 85 Marconi Blvd., Columbus, Ohio 
43215. 

By the Commission. 

IsealI Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.76-13242 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am| 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of the Secretary 
[ 24 CFR Part 42 ] 

(Docket No. R-76-241J 

RELOCATION PAYMENTS AND ASSIST- 

ANCE AND REAL PROPERTY ACQUISI¬ 
TION 

Eligibility of Costs Incurred by Displaced 

Business Concern at Replacement Site 

The Department of Housing and Ur¬ 
ban Development (HUD) has become in¬ 
creasingly aware, over a period of years, 
of problems arising in connection with 
HUD policy governing the eligibility of 
costs incurred by a displaced business 
concern in order to make its replacement 
building or site suitable for the resump¬ 
tion of business operations. There have 
been difficulties in achieving sound and 
uniform practices among HUD’s many 
program participants and, in some 
cases, the policy may have permitted 
windfall payments. 

In an attempt to adhere to the objec¬ 
tive of the Uniform Relocation Assist¬ 
ance and Real Property Acquisition 
Policies Act of 1970 (“Uniform Act”) 
to minimize hardship in connection with 
relocation. HUD has treated a wide 
range of physical changes to a replace¬ 
ment business site to be eligible moving 
expenses, even when this resulted in sub¬ 
stantial increases in the assets of the 
displaced business. The Department has 
now concluded that this is an adminis¬ 
tratively unworkable policy and not the 
appropriate mechanism for curing hard¬ 
ships not specifically addressed by the 
Uniform Act. 

The Department has studied a number 
of alternative approaches for setting fair 
and equitable limits on costs incurred by 
a business concern at its replacement 
location. This review included extensive 
consideration of public comment received 
in response to the proposed rulemaking 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 19, 1975 (40 FR 36142), much of 
which comment focussed on the legiti¬ 
mate hardships of affected businesses 
and the arguments for generous pay¬ 
ments. Having completed this policy re¬ 
view and consideration of alternatives, 
the Department is withdrawing the 
earlier proposal and substituting there¬ 
for a different approach. The presently 
proposed approach Is similar to that fol¬ 
lowed by the Department of Transporta¬ 
tion. If this approach is adopted, the re¬ 
location practices of the two agencies 
that administer the Federal programs 
accounting for the largest magnitude of 
displacement subject to the Uniform Act 
will be brought into closer conformity. 

The major change embodied in the 
present proposal is deletion of the provi¬ 
sion of the regulations that recognizes as 
an eligible moving expense, subject to 
certain conditions, up to $100,000 of costs 
incurred by a business concern for 
changes made at the replacement loca¬ 
tion. Deletion of this provision, however, 
does not eliminate as eligible all costs 
that a business concern may incur at the 


replacement location. Paragraph 42.65 
(c) (3) of the proposed amendment au¬ 
thorizes compensation for costs incurred 
by a business concern for the reinstalla¬ 
tion of relocated machinery and equip¬ 
ment, including costs incurred for mod¬ 
ifications of the machinery or equip¬ 
ment that may be necessary to adapt it 
to the replacement location or to utilities 
available at the replacement location. 

Specifically, the proposed amendment 
would revise 8 42.65 of the regulations by: 

1. Reorganizing the section to identify 
separately for residential displacement 
(paragraph 42.65(b)) and nonresidential 
displacement (paragraph 42.65(c)) the 
types of costs that may be eligible for in¬ 
clusion as a moving expense. Proposed 
paragraphs 42.65(b) and 42.65(c) replace 
the listing of costs in present paragraph 
42.65(a) and all of present paragraph 
42.65(b). A number of paragraphs in 
§ 42.65 have been renumbered without 
substantial change. 

2. Revising present paragraph 42.65(b) 

(1) to define more specifically the types 
of installation costs eligible for inclusion 
as a moving expense and to state them 
separately for residential displacement 
(proposed paragraph 42.65(b)(3)) and 
for nonresidential displacement (pro¬ 
posed paragraph 42.65(c) (3)). 

3. Deleting present paragraph 42.65(b) 

(2) relating to compensability of costs 
incurred by a business concern for 
changes made at its replacement loca¬ 
tion. 

4. Revising present paragraph 42.65 
(b)(4) to define more specifically the 
types of costs for professional services 
eligible for inclusion as a moving ex¬ 
pense (proposed paragraph 42.65(c) (8)). 

5. Combining in proposed paragraph 
42.65(d), Special requirements and lim¬ 
itations—Businesses and farm opera¬ 
tions, material presently set forth in 
paragraphs 42.65(b)(5), 42.65(c), and 
42.65(d). Material on “substitute equip¬ 
ment” (proposed paragraph 42.65(d) 
(5)) lias been revised to define more 
specifically the types of costs eligible for 
inclusion as a moving expense. 

In reviewing the Department’s present 
proposal, it should be kept in mind that 
as localities shift from HUD categorical 
programs to the Community Develop¬ 
ment Block Grant (CDBG) program au¬ 
thorized by the Housing and Community 
Development Act of 1974, far greater 
flexibility for the use of funds is avail¬ 
able. Thus, when eligible activities re¬ 
sult in the displacement of business con¬ 
cerns that may encounter severe hard¬ 
ships as a result of additional expendi¬ 
tures necessary at their replacement lo¬ 
cation, block grant funds may be used to 
help ameliorate problems attendant to 
the move if such payments are believed 
warranted by local officials. In some 
cases, block grant funds may also be 
used for this purpose in connection with 
certain of the categorical programs be¬ 
ing phased out under CDBG. Another 
possible source of help for displaced bus¬ 
iness concerns is through the programs 
of the Small Business Administration 
which provides both financial and tech¬ 
nical assistance. 


Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting written data, views, 
or statements. Communications should 
identify the proposed rule by the above 
docket number and title, and should be 
addressed to the Rules Docket Clerk, Of¬ 
fice of the Secretary, Room 10245, De¬ 
partment of Housing and Urban Develop¬ 
ment, 451 Seventh Street S.W., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20410. All relevant material 
received on or before June 7, 1976, will 
be considered before adoption of the fi¬ 
nal rule. Copies of comments submitted 
will be available for examination during 
business hours at the above address. 

The Department has determined that 
an environmental impact statement is 
not required with respect to this rule. 
The finding of inapplicability is availa¬ 
ble for examination during business hours 
in the office of the Rules Docket Clerk at 
the above address. 

Accordingly, the Department proposes 
to revise 8 42.65 as follows: 

§ 12.6.» Actual reasonable moving ex¬ 
penses. 

(a) General. A State agency shall 
make a payment to a displaced person 
who satisfies the pertinent eligibility re¬ 
quirements of § 42.55 and the require¬ 
ments of this section for actual reason¬ 
able expenses specified below and sub¬ 
ject to the limitations set forth in para¬ 
graph (d) of this section for moving 
himself, his family, business, farm op¬ 
eration, or other personal property. In 
all cases the amount of a payment shall 
not exceed the cost of the least expen¬ 
sive feasible method of accomplishing 
the activity in connection with which a 
claim has been filed, as determined by 
the State agency. 

(b) Residential. Actual reasonable 
moving and related expenses to which a 
displaced resident (homeowner or ten¬ 
ant) may be entitled shall include: 

(1) Transportation not to exceed a dis¬ 
tance of 50 miles from the site from which 
displaced, except where the State agen¬ 
cy determines that relocation beyond 
such distance of 50 miles is justified; 

(2) Packing, crating, unpacking, and 
uncrating personal property; 

(3) Disconnecting, dismantling, re¬ 
moving, reassembling, reconnecting, and 
installing relocated household appliances 
or other personal property; 

(4) Such storage of personal property, 
for a period generally not to exceed 12 
months, as the State agency determines 
to be necessary in connection with re¬ 
location; 

(5) Insurance of personal property 
while in storage or transit; and 

(6) The reasonable replacement value 
of property lost, stolen, or damaged (not 
through the fault or negligence of the 
displaced person, his agent, or employee) 
in the process of moving, where insur¬ 
ance covering such loss, theft, or damage 
is not reasonably available. 

(c) Nonresidential. Actual reasonable 
moving and related expenses to which 
a displaced business concern and farm 
operation may be entitled shall include: 
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(1) Transportation not to exceed a 
distance of 50 miles from the site from 
which displaced, except where the State 
agency determines that relocation be¬ 
yond such distance of 50 miles is jus¬ 
tified; 

(2) Packing, crating, unpacking, and 
uncrating personal property; 

(3) Disconnecting, removing, reassem¬ 
bling, and reinstalling relocated machin¬ 
ery. equipment, or other personal prop¬ 
erty (including modifying the machin¬ 
ery, equipment, or other personal prop¬ 
erty to adapt it to the replacement loca¬ 
tion or to utilities available at the re¬ 
placement location) and reconnecting 
utilities at the replacement location; 

(4) Such storage of personal property, 
for a period generally not to exceed 12 
months, as the State agency determines 
to be necessary in connection with re¬ 
location ; 

(5) Insurance of personal property 
while in storage or transit; 

<6) The reasonable replacement value 
of property lost, stolen, or damaged (not 
through the fault or negligence of the 
displaced person, his agent, or employee) 
in the process of moving, where insur¬ 
ance covering such loss, theft, or damage 
is not reasonably available; 

(7) The cost of any license, permit, 
or certification required by a displaced 
business concern to the extent such cost 
is necessary to the reestablishment of its 
operation at a new location; and 

<8) The reasonable cost of any profes¬ 
sional services (including but not limited 
to architects’, attorneys’, or engineers’ 
fees, or consultants’ charges) necessary 
for (i) planning the move of personal 
property, (ii) moving the personal prop¬ 
erty, or (iii) installation of relocated per¬ 
sonal property at the replacement site. 

(d) Special requirements and limita¬ 
tions—Bustnesses and farm operations .— 
d) Notification to State agency and in¬ 
spection of property. Except as provided 
In this subparagraph, no payment for 
actual reasonable moving expenses shall 
be made to a displaced person for moving 
his business or farm operation unless: 

(i) The State agency has received at 
least 30 days (or such earlier date as the 
State agency may determine necessary, 
but not earlier than 90 days) prior to the 
moving date, written notice from such 
displaced person of his intention to move 
or dispose of personal property used in 
connection with such business or farm 


operation (which property shall be de¬ 
scribed generally in the notice), and the 
date of such intended move or disposi¬ 
tion; and 

(ii) The displaced person has per¬ 
mitted, at all reasonable times, the in¬ 
spection by or on behalf of the State 
agency of such property at the site from 
which the business or farm operation is 
displaced. 

(iii) For the purpose of this subpara¬ 
graph, “moving date” shall mean the date 
on which the first item of such property 
is intended to be moved or disposed of. 
The State agency may make a relocation 
payment notwithstanding nonreceipt of 
such timely notice only if the agency has 
determined that there was reasonable 
cause for the failure of the displaced per¬ 
son to give such notice, and the agency 
has adequately verified the facts pertain¬ 
ing to the move or disposition and the 
requested relocation payment. 

(2) General limitation on moving ex¬ 
penses. Payment to a displaced person 
for moving expenses in connection with 
moving a business or farm operation 
shall not exceed the amount of the low 
bid submitted in accordance with para¬ 
graph (e)(2) of this section. 

(3) Self-moves. A displaced person 
electing to self-move a business or farm 
operation may submit a claim for his 
moving expenses to the State agency in 
an amount not to exceed an acceptable 
low bid obtained by the State agency, 
without documentation of moving ex¬ 
penses actually incurred. 

(4) Personal property of low value and 
high bulk. Where, in the judgment of the 
State agency, the cost of moving any 
item of personal property of low value 
and high bulk which is used in connec¬ 
tion with any business or farm operation 
would be disproportionate in relation to 
its value, the allowable reimbursement 
for the expense of moving such property 
shall not exceed the difference between 
the cost of replacing the same with a 
comparable item available on the market 
and the amount which would have been 
received for such property on liquidation. 
This subparagraph may in appropriate 
situations be applied to claims involving 
the moving of junkyards, stockpiles, 
sand, gravel, minerals, and metals. 

(5) Substitute equipment. Where an 
item of personal property which is used 
in connection with any business or farm 
operation is not moved but is replaced 


with a comparable item, the allowable 
reimbursement to the displaced person 
may not exceed the lesser of (i) the re¬ 
placement cost (including installation at 
the replacement site), minus any pro¬ 
ceeds received from its sale or trade-in, 
or (ii) the estimated cost of moving the 
replaced item, determined in accordance 
with paragraph (c) of this section except 
that no storage costs may be included in 
the estimate. 

(e) Documentation in support of a 
claim .— (1) General. Except in the case 
of a displaced person conducting a self¬ 
move of a business or farm operation as 
provided in paragraph (d)(3) of this 
section, a claim for a payment under this 
section shall be supported by a bill or 
other evidence of expenses incurred. By 
prearrangement between the State agen¬ 
cy, the site occupant, and the mover, 
evidenced in writing, the claimant or 
the mover may present an unpaid moving 
bill to the State agency, and the agency 
may pay the mover directly. 

(2) Business and farm operations. 
Each claim in excess of $1,000 for the 
costs incurred by a displaced person for 
moving his business or farm operation 
shall be supported by bids obtained by 
the displaced person at least 15 days 
prior to the commencement of the move 
from three reputable firms covering the 
moving costs involved. Whenever it is 
not feasible to obtain three bids for any 
category of work, a written justification 
shall be submitted by the displaced per¬ 
son and no relocation payment shall be 
allowed in such cases unless the State 
agency has approved the justification. 
Where such bid requirement cannot be 
complied with under State law, or where 
estimates in an amount of less than 
$1,000 were obtained in good faith by 
the displaced person, such claim shall be 
supported by estimates in lieu of bids. 

(Sec. 7(d). Department of HUD Act, 42 UJS.C. 
3535(d)) 

It is hereby certified that the economic 
and inflationary impacts of the proposed 
rule have been carefully evaluated in 
accordance with OMB Circular A-107. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., April 29, 
1976. 

Carla A. Hills, 
Secretary of Housing and 

Urban Development. 

iFR Doc.76-13170 Filed 5-5-76;8:4&amJ 
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast Guard 
[ 33 CFR Part 164 ] 

(CGD 74-77) 

NAVIGATION SAFETY REGULATIONS 
Proposed Testing Requirements 

This notice proposes rules prescribing 
navigation practices and equipment and 
testing requirements for all vessels of 
1600 gross tons and over when operating 
on the navigable waters of the United 
States, except the Panama Canal and St. 
Lawrence Seaway. These rules would be 
published in Subchapter P of Title 33, 
Code of Federal Regulations, as a new 
Part 164 entitled “Navigation Safety 
Regulations.” The purposes of the rules 
are to prevent vessel collisions and 
groundings and protect the navigable 
waters from environmental harm result¬ 
ing from vessel collisions and groundings. 

Written Comments . Interested persons 
are invited to participate in this rule 
making by submitting written data, 
views, or arguments to the Executive 
Secretary. Marine Safety Council 
(G-CMC/81), Room 8117, Department of 
Transportation, Nassif Building, 400 
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 
20590. Written comments should include 
the docket number of this notice, the 
name and address of the person submit¬ 
ting the comments, and the specific sec¬ 
tion of the proposal to which each com¬ 
ment is addressed. Two or more copies 
of comments submitted are encouraged. 
Suggested new or different regulations 
will be welcome. 

Copies of all written comments will be 
available for examination in Room 8117, 
Department of Transportation, Nassif 
Building, 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 

Public hearings . The Coast Guard will 
hold two public hearings on this proposal 
to receive written and oral comments 
from interested persons. The first hear¬ 
ing will beheld on June 11, 1976, begin¬ 
ning at 9:00 a.m. in room 2232, Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation, Nassif Building, 
400 Seventh Street, SW., Washington. 
D.C. The second hearing will be held 
on June 17, 1976, beginning at 9:30 a.m. 
in Room 503, Custom House, 555 Battery 
Street, San Francisco, California. It is 
requested that each person desiring to 
make oral comments at either hearing 
notify the Executive Secretary at the 
above stated address and specify the 
approximate length of time needed for 
the presentation. Submission of a written 
summary or copy of the oral presentation 
is encouraged. The time for presentation 
may be apportioned by the Coast Guard 
representative conducting the public 
hearings. 

Closing date for comments . All rele¬ 
vant communications received on or be¬ 
fore July 6, 1976, will be fully considered 
before final action is taken on this pro¬ 
posal. The proposal may be changed in 
light of the comments received; however, 
acknowledgement of individual com¬ 
ments will not be made. 


Background of Proposal. An advance 
notice of proposed rule making was is-, 
sued for this proposal in the June 28. 

1974, issue of the Federal Register (39 
FR 24157). 

This proposal is based in part upon— 

(1) Comments received on the advance 
notice; 

(2) Consultations with members of the 
marine industry; 

(3) Recommendations on navigation 
watchkeeping contained in Resolution 
A.285(viii> of the Intergovermental 
Maritime Consultative Organization 
(IMCO), adopted on November 20. 1973; 

(4) Proceedings of the National Sym¬ 
posium on Marine Transportation Man¬ 
agement, April 29 through May 1, 1975; 

(5) Extensive Coast Guard discussions 
and staff work; and 

(6) A recent Coast Guard study con¬ 
cerning current operational practices 
and equipment used on vessels. 

(A copy of the study may be obtained 
by writing to the Commandant (G- 
WLE-4/73), U.S. Coast Guard, Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation, 400 Seventh 
Street. SW., Washington. D.C. 20590.) 
Consideration was also given to naviga¬ 
tion and equipment requirements cur¬ 
rently in effect for Canadian waters. 

In the Coast Guard study, which was 
completed in August, 1975, the equip¬ 
ment and navigation practices of ap¬ 
proximately 300 vessels of all types were 
analyzed. With few exceptions a large 
majority of the vessels were found to 
comply with the navigation practices 
and equipment proposed as require¬ 
ments in this notice. The Coast Guard 
is concerned about the few vessels that 
xio not currently use these practices and 
equipment. These few vessels pose a 
serious hazard to vessel navigation. The 
seriousness of the hazard is intensified 
when considering the following: 

(1) An increasing number of large ves¬ 
sels are being used to transport hazard¬ 
ous cargoes in bulk. 

(2) The tonnage of waterborne com¬ 
merce in the United States is increasing 
at an average rate of almost 60 million 
tons per year. 

,<3) Most vessel casualties occur in 
coastal and harbor regions and, thus, 
pose an environmental hazard to our 
shorelines as well as to the navigable 
waters. 

(4) The number of vessels involved in 
reported collisions, rammings and 
groundings involving commercial vessels 
in U.S. waters has increased from 1,185 
in fiscal year 1965 to 1,918 in fiscal year 

1975. 

The advance notice discussed the 
hazards posed by vessel operations and 
portions of the discussion are quoted as 
follows: 

“The increasing number of largo vessels 
carrying hazardous cargoes in bulk on the 
navigable waters of the United States has 
created a significant and growing hazard to 
life, property, and the marine environment. 
Eighty percent of vessel casualties occur 
within coastal and harbor regions. The 
Torrey Canyon grounding, the Tamano 
grounding, the Oregon Standard and the 
Arizona Standard collision, and the tug 


Carolyn and Weeks Barge No. 254 collision 
with the Chesapeake Bay Bridge and Tunnel, 
exemplified casualties that have occurred In 
waters adjacent to shore areas. Each of these 
casualties posed a significant threat to life, 
property, and the environment. Information 
regarding these incidents and similar Inci¬ 
dents reveals that human error io often the 
primary cause of casualties. The conclusion 
of a study based on Coast Guard investiga¬ 
tions Is that human error Is a contributing 
factor in 85 percent of casualties." 

Fifty-one communications were re¬ 
ceived on the advance notice of proposed 
rule making. Each of the comments was 
considered in preparing this notice. The 
major comments and their disposition 
are summarized as follows: 

a. Ten commenters stated that many 
of the requirements proposed in the ad¬ 
vance notice have little applicability to 
towboats and other small vessels and, in 
particular, that many of the require¬ 
ments are too burdensome and unreal¬ 
istic when applied to these vessels. These 
comments show the need for further 
study of operational practices and equip¬ 
ment used on smaller vessels and of the 
effects that crew size and space and ves¬ 
sel construction limitations have on their 
operation. Accorlingly. the proposed reg¬ 
ulations have been made applicable only 
to vessels of 1,600 and more gross tons. 
Any regulatory action applicable to 
smaller vessels will be based upon addi¬ 
tional study and published as a proposal 
after consultation with those in the ma¬ 
rine industry to be affected by the regula¬ 
tions and with other interested parties. 

b. Seven commenters recommended im¬ 
provements in the licensing, training, and 
regulation of vessel personnel as a better 
approach to preventing vessel casualties. 
Regulations concerning licensing of ves¬ 
sel personnel, including their training 
and experience, is an important ongoing 
activity carried out by the Coast Guard. 
This activity is under continual study 
leading, when necessary, to regulatory re¬ 
vision. However, the Coast Guard has de¬ 
termined that, in addition to continuing 
revision of regulations concerning licens¬ 
ing of personnel, the requirements con¬ 
tained in this proposal are essential to 
reduce the occurrence of vessel casual¬ 
ties. 

c. Four commenters objected to limit¬ 
ing the applicability of the proposed reg¬ 
ulations to seagoing vessels on the basis 
that inland waters are no less vulnerable 
to casualties and because the term “sea¬ 
going vessels’' is unclear. The limitation 
has been deleted from the regulations 
proposed in this notice; accordingly, the 
proposed regulations apply to both sea¬ 
going and non-seagoing vessels. The 
Coast Guard recognizes that some of the 
proposed requirements may not have ap¬ 
plication to particular vessels; however, 
proposed § 164.53 contains a procedure 
for obtaining in appropriate cases an au¬ 
thorization from the Captain of the Port 
to deviate from specific requirements. 

d. Four commenters expressed reser¬ 
vations concerning the proposal that one 
of the radar units required for a vessel 
over 10.000 gross tons be equipped with 
an “anti-collision'’ device. The comment¬ 
ers stated that the device is still in the 
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developmental stage. The requirement 
has been deleted from the proposed regu¬ 
lations and replaced with a requirement 
in proposed § 164.35(j) to have equip¬ 
ment in the pilothouse to plot relative 
motion of vessels. The Coast Guard is 
continuing to study possible requirement 
of radar anti-collision devices. 

e. Five comm enters objected to the pro¬ 
posal to require a vessel to maintain a 
plot of its movement and lay out a track - 
line of intended vessel movement. The 
objections were that it is not possible to 
follow the intended trackline, that this 
additional work would distract the oper¬ 
ator from observing passing aids to navi¬ 
gation. and that a plot is not useful in 
many circumstances such as while navi¬ 
gating in a narrow channel. While these 
objections may be valid with respect to 
some small vessels with limited crews, 
these vessels have been removed from 
the scope of the proposed rules. These 
operational practices are considered nec¬ 
essary and practical for vessels of 1,600 
gross tons and over and are in fact fol¬ 
lowed by most such vessels. 

f. Four commenters objected to the 
requirement to test vital equipment be¬ 
fore entering or getting underway in U.S. 
navigable waters. The commenters felt 
that testing is not necessary since equip¬ 
ment malfunctions will be detected in 
normal operation. The testing require¬ 
ments have been retained and are set 
forth in proposed § 164.25. Much of the 
equipment tested is not used during a 
long sea voyage or during periods between 
voyages and its availability for use is es¬ 
sential for safe inshore navigation. 

g. Four commenters suggested that to 
ensure uniformity the Coast Guard 
should postpone issuance of regulations 
until international standards have been 
developed. The Coast Guard has deter¬ 
mined that because of the severity of the 
hazards with which these regulations are 
concerned a postponement is not appro¬ 
priate. Any inconsistencies between the 
regulations proposd in this notice and 
subsequently developed international 
standards covering the same subject 
matter will be resolved as they occur. 

The issue of whether regulations 
should be developed currently or delayed 
until international standards are formu¬ 
lated was discussed recently at the v Na¬ 
tional Symposium on Marine Transpor¬ 
tation Management. There was con¬ 
siderable support expressed at the 
symposium for issuing regulations im¬ 
mediately. 

Other comments on the advance notice 
are contained in following paragraphs 
that explain specific, proposed require¬ 
ments. 

Authority. The regulations proposed in 
this notice would be issued under the au¬ 
thority of Title I and Title II of the 
Ports and Waterways Safety Act of 1972 
f Pub. L. 92-340, 86 Stat. 424 (33 U.S.C. 
1224, 46 U.S.C. 391a)) as delegated to the 
Commandant of the Coast Guard in 49 
CFR 1.46 (n) and under the authority of 
the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (Pub. L. 92-500, 86 Stat. 862 (33 
U£5.c. 1321)) as delegated to the Com¬ 
mandant in 49 CFR 1.46(m>. 


The policies and purposes of these acts 
were discussed in the advance notice and 
are restated again as follows: 

‘‘Senate Report No. 92-724 (March 28, 
1972) states that the purpose of the Porta 
and Waterways Safety Act of 1972 (Pub. L. 
92-340, 86 Stat. 424) is to promote the safety 
and protect the environmental quality of 
ports, waterfront areas, and the navigable 
waters of the United States. Broad authority 
Is granted by Title I of the Act to establish, 
operate, and maintain vessel traffic services 
and systems for ports, harbors, and other 
waters subject to congested vessel traffic and 
'control vessel traffic in areas determined to 
be especialy hazardous, or under conditions 
of reduced visibility, adverse weather, vessel 
congestion, or other hazardous circum¬ 
stances' in order to 'prevent damage to, or 
the destruction or loss of any vessel, bridge, 
or other structure on or In the navigable 
waters of the United States, or any land 
structure or shore area immediately adjacent 
to those waters: and to protect the navigable 
waters and the resources therein from en¬ 
vironmental harm resulting from vessel or 
structure damage, destruction, or loss • • •'. 

"In addition, Title II of the Ports and 
Waterways Safety Act of 1972 authorizes com¬ 
prehensive regulations for the design, con¬ 
struction, alteration, repair, maintenance, 
and operation of tankers and certain other 
vessels. The reason stated for this provision 
of the Act Is as follows: *JT]he carriage by 
vessels of certain cargoes In bulk creates sub¬ 
stantial hazards to life, property, the 
navigable waters of the United States (in¬ 
cluding the quality thereof) and the re¬ 
sources contained therein • • • [and] ex¬ 
isting standards for the design, construction, 
alteration, repair, maintenance, and opera¬ 
tion of such vessels must be improved for 
the adequate protection of the marine en¬ 
vironment.' 

"The Federal Water Pollution Control Act 
(86 Stat. 862, 33 UB.C. 1321(b)(1)) states 
the policy of the United States as follows: 
•|T|here should be no discharges of oil or 
hazardous substances into or upon the 
navigable waters of the United States, ad¬ 
joining shorelines or Into or upon the waters 
of the contigous zone.' Regulations issued 
under the authority of section 311 (J) of this 
Act are required to be consistent with mari¬ 
time safety and navigation laws." 

Discussion of proposed regulations. 
Proposed § 164.11 expands considerably 
on the requirements proposed in the ad¬ 
vance notice. However/ the items pro¬ 
posed simply codify existing practices 
traditionally employed by prudent navi¬ 
gators and ship handlers. Publication of 
these fundamentals of navigation would 
not be necessary except that some vessels 
do not currently follow these practices. 
Also, some court decisions involving liti¬ 
gation arising from vessel casualties have 
reflected tolerance of substandard navi¬ 
gation practices leading to the casualties. 

Section 164.11(a) and (b) require that 
the pilothouse of a vessel underway be 
manned with competent personnel as¬ 
signed by the master or person in charge 
to direct and control the movement of 
the vessel and to fix the vessel’s position. 
The term “adequate number” as used in 
§§ 164.11(a) and in 164.15(b) means 
enough personnel to perform all the 
necessary functions in the pilothouse and 
the engine room. The term “competent” 
as used in §§ 164.11(b) and in 164.15(b) 
means appropriately licensed or certi- 
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floated with the ability and knowledge to 
do the job. 

Section 164.11 (c) and (d) require that 
a vessel’s position be fixed at intervals 
of at least every 15 minutes and that the 
fix, and if necessary the intended track, 
be plotted each time a fix is obtained. The 
15 minute maximum time lapse between 
fixes was selected because the course 
made good at typical speeds of advance 
normally will allow time to compensate 
for set and drift. Longer times between 
fixes increase the probability of hazard¬ 
ous deviations from the intended track. 
Conversely, operation in shoal waters or 
channels or in conditions of strong wind 
or current or operations at high rates of 
speed require even more frequent fixes to 
ensure that the vessel is not standing into 
danger. 

Section 164.11 <e) and (f> require the 
use of available electronic and other posi¬ 
tioning equipment and references, in¬ 
cluding external fixed aids, and incor¬ 
porate a prohibition against using buoys 
alone as a means of fixing the vessel’s 
position. 

Section 164.11(g) requires the master 
or person in charge to ensure that a 
proper lookout is maintained. A proper 
lookout is one of the most effective safety 
measures that can be used on board a 
vessel, since it is w r ell knowm that radar 
can fail to detect small contacts or “lose” 
them in sea return or in a profusion of 
contacts. The term “proper” in § 164.11 
(g) means an individual who is assigned 
exclusively to perform the duties of the 
lookout, who has adequate communica¬ 
tion with the pilot house, w r ho is placed in 
the most advantageous position to act as 
a lookout, who has adequate training, 
adequate hearing, adequate vision, and is 
not color blind. 

Section 164.11(h) requires the evalua¬ 
tion of each closing visual and radar 
contact. Risk of collision must be con¬ 
tinually evaluated in order to take timely 
evasive action if necessary. Several 
vessels may pose a threat at one time. All 
must be considered by the person direct¬ 
ing the movement of the vessel. Track¬ 
ing and evaluation may require computa¬ 
tion of course, speed, and closest point of 
approach (though observation of bear¬ 
ing change may often suffice) but all 
closing contacts introduce risk of col¬ 
lision and the risks should be continually 
assessed until they no longer pose a 
threat to the vessel. 

Section 164.11 (i) and (j) require the 
master or person in charge to ensure that 
rudder orders and engine speed and di¬ 
rection orders are executed as given. 
The misapplication or reversal orders to 
helm and engines are findings that ap¬ 
pear regularly in accident reports. There 
are several factors which contribute to 
errors in execution of these orders. Some 
of the factors include careless or incom¬ 
petent personnel, bridge design (w'hich 
often places the person issuing orders 
some distance from the helm or annun¬ 
ciator, background noise which can gar¬ 
ble an order, and an unfamiliar dialect 
or language which can confuse or mis¬ 
lead the helmsman. The master should 
examine his vessel and crew to determine 
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the existence of possible problem areas. 
If problems exist, he should take action 
to remedy them. 

Section 164.11 (k) requires the person 
directing the movement of the vessel to 
have knowledge of and to apply cor¬ 
rectly variation and deviation in mag¬ 
netic compasses and gyro compass error. 
The recently conducted Coast Guard 
study contains observations that many 
vessels have outdated deviation tables 
and that correct variation is frequently 
not readily available for rapid applica¬ 
tion to the magnetic course should the 
gyro compass fail. Gyro compass errors 
have also been observed to be unavail¬ 
able or incorrectly applied. 

Section 164.11(1) requires a qualified 
helmsman to be at the steering position 
at all times. This procedure is basic when 
using “hand” steering, but it is equally 
important when navigating in the auto¬ 
matic mode. Use of the auto pilot does 
not provide sufficient control in coastal 
and harbor waters due to the proximity 
of natural hazards and vessel congestion 
and does not permit prompt response 
necessary to shift rapidly from auto¬ 
matic to manual or hand steering. 

The pilot-master conference required 
in proposed § 164.11 (m) would minimize 
misunderstandings. Although the pilot is 
of course qualified, every vessel has its 
own peculiarities which frequently are 
known only to the crew and which often 
vary with draft, speed, trim, and sea 
state. Similarly, every channel and har¬ 
bor is unique. A short explanation by the 
pilot of unusual navigation or ma¬ 
neuvering techniques necessary for safe 
navigation in the waterway will help to 
ensure the close cooperation required 
by the pilot and master in maneuvering 
the vessel, particularly if emergency 
action becomes necessary. 

Section 164.11 (n), ( 0 ), and (p) re¬ 
quires the person directing the movement 
of the vessel to know the current, pre¬ 
dicted set and drift, and tides for the 
area to be transited. Prediction of tide 
and current values and resultant set and 
drift are routine on most vessels. How¬ 
ever, it is essential that all vessels and 
particularly deep draft vessels avoid any 
possibility of grounding. The prediction 
of adverse conditions would alert the 
master to delay proceeding until con¬ 
ditions were favorable. 

Section 164.11 (q) will eventually con¬ 
tain requirements for “Minimum Net 
Bottom Clearance.” These requirements 
will be further developed as a notice of 
proposed rulemaking upon receipt of 
comments requested by the advance no¬ 
tice of proposed rulemaking on this sub¬ 
ject (CGD 76-051) which is published 
separately in this issue of the Federal 
Register. 

Section 164.1 l(r) requires the master 
or person in charge of a vessel under¬ 
way to ensure that the anchor is ready 
for letting go. 

Section 164.1 l(s) and (t) require the 
(proper use and employment of light 
signals, day shapes, and fog signals in 
accordance with the appropriate “Rules 


of the Road”. These items function to 
provide a warning of a vessel's presence 
and give an indication of its size and 
maneuverability. There have been nu¬ 
merous incidents in which inattention 
to these precautions have resulted in 
collisions. 

Section 164.11 (u) enumerates the con¬ 
ditions which should be considered in 
determining the most prudent speed at 
which a vessel should proceed. Regard 
for these factors will minimise hazard 
to both the vessel and the area it tran¬ 
sits. 

Section 164.15 proposes additional re¬ 
quirements for vessels underway in con¬ 
fined or congested waters. The require¬ 
ments include— 

(1) placing the propulsion machinery 
in the maneuvering mode; 

(2) ensuring that the engine room is 
manned by an adequate number of com¬ 
petent persons to operate the vessel in 
the maneuvering mode; 

(3) ensuring that persons are avail¬ 
able for rapid anchoring in an emer¬ 
gency; 

(4) manning the steering engine 
room; 

(5) ensuring that the person manning 
the steering engine room is in com¬ 
munication with the pilothouse; and 

(6) ensuring that the automatic pi¬ 
lot device is not in use. These require¬ 
ments are essential to provide appro¬ 
priate rapid response to emergency sit¬ 
uations. In confined or congested wa¬ 
ters there is little time for taking action 
in the event of an equipment failure or 
when rapid response is required to avoid 
a collision or grounding. 

Section 164.16 is reserved for a list of 
confined or congested waters. The cri¬ 
teria for designation of certain areas as 
“confined or congested” are under de¬ 
velopment and will be published as a 
notice of proposed rulemaking. 

Section 164.17 is reserved for regula¬ 
tions concerning “Tug Assistance in 
Confined Waters.” This concept is pre¬ 
sented in an advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking published in this issue of 
the Federal Register (CGD 76-025). 

Section 164.19 contains requirements 
for vessels at anchor. These require¬ 
ments are considered the minimum steps 
necessary to ensure the safety of vessels 
and structures in and around anchor¬ 
ages. Recent incidents in vessel anchor¬ 
ages. some of which have led to casual¬ 
ties, highlight the need for these require¬ 
ments. 

Section 164.23 requires the Captain of 
the Port or the appropriate vessel traf¬ 
fic service to be notified before a vessel 
gets underway in reduced visibility or 
when current, wind, or tide may ab¬ 
normally affect the vessel’s movements. 
This proposed requirement is informa¬ 
tional only. The information will allow 
the Captain of the Port to advise mar¬ 
iners of any known hazards, existing 
or anticipated, which may be encoun¬ 
tered upon getting underway. 

Section 164.25 requires certain tests 
of navigation and control systems be¬ 


fore entering or getting underway in 
the navigable waters of the United 
States. 

Section 164.30 requires the possession 
of up-to-date charts and appropriate 
nautical publications for the area being 
transited. Seven commenters responding 
to the advance notice objected to the 
proposed requirements to maintain up- 
to-date charts and publications. Com¬ 
menters who are operators of seagoing 
vessels contended that U.S. charts and 
publications are difficult to obtain while 
in foreign areas. The rule allows use of 
either current foreign charts and publi¬ 
cations or the most recently obtainable 
U.S. charts and publications. Thus, a ves¬ 
sel in foreign trade could obtain charts 
and publications in a foreign port which 
would comply with the regulations. Ap¬ 
propriate charts and publications are 
basic to the safe navigation of all ves¬ 
sels; accordingly, this requirement has 
been retained. 

Section 164.35 delineates equipment re¬ 
quirements for all vessels, including 
requirements to have a marine radar, 
gyro compass, magnetic compass with 
appropriate deviation tables, illuminated 
rudder angle indicator, a table of ma¬ 
neuvering and speed characteristics, a 
depth sounder and recorder, speed indi¬ 
cator, and equipment for plotting rela¬ 
tive motion. The requirement in proposed 
§ 164.35(e) for a rudder angle indicator 
is considered essential to enable the per¬ 
son directing the movement of the vessel 
to monitor compliance with helm orders, 
to be reminded of rudder position, and 
to aid in evaluating helm response. The 
display of characteristic vessel responses 
to helm and engines proposed In § 164.35 
(f), including such information as accel¬ 
eration and deceleration tables, turning 
radii at various speeds and standard rud¬ 
der angles, is proposed to provide a quick 
reference for pilots and ship’s officers. 

Three commenters on the advance no¬ 
tice objected to the proposed requirement 
for an echo sounding device as not being 
necessary. It is necessary that a mini¬ 
mum net bottom clearance be retained 
at all times. Thus, the requirement is 
considered to be essential and has been 
retained. Similarly, four commenters 
considered a depth recorder to be of 
little value. Bottom profiles for compari¬ 
son with the vessel’s track are useful aids 
in both establishing and verifying a ves¬ 
sel’s position and are considered to be 
most valuable to the inshore navigator. 
This requirement has therefore been 
retained. 

Six commenters objected to the pro¬ 
posed requirement in the advance notice 
for a speed indicating device. This re¬ 
quirement has been modified in § 164.35 
<i) to permit either a direct reading de¬ 
vice or the use of revolutions per minute 
(RPM) indicators provided that they are 
accompanied by speed equivalent tables. 

As previously stated, six commenters 
objected to the requirement proposed in 
the advance notice for “collision avoid¬ 
ance” radar. This requirement has been 
replaced by the requirement in proposed 
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§ 164.35(j) to have equipment for plot¬ 
ting relative motion available in the pilot 
house. 

Section 164.37 requires that each vessel 
of 10,000 or more gross tons have a second 
marine radar in addition to the radar 
required by 5 164.35(a). On a vessel of 
tills size, loss of radar capability imposes 
an unacceptable risk factor. Therefore, 
the requirement has been retained al¬ 
though three commenters on the advance 
notice were in opposition. 

The requirements that the radars have 
"S-band” (10 ~ centimeters) capability 
and“X-band" (3 centimeters) capability 
have been dropped. The Coast Guard 
agrees with the seven commenters on 
the advance notice who maintained the 
requirements for both “S-band" and “X- 
band” capability are not appropriate. 
S-band radars are becoming less com¬ 
mon on U.S. waters and U.S. installed 
RACONS may be used only with X-band 
equipment. 

Section 164.39 requires each vessel of 
35.000 gross tons or more to have a rate 
of turn indicator on the bridge. A rate of 
turn indicator provides the person di¬ 
recting the movement of the vessel with 
information on heading change before 
the swing can be detected visually or by 
compass. The device is therefore con¬ 
sidered to be essential for a vessel of this 
size. 

Section 164.51 authorizes deviations in 
an emergency from any rule in this part 
to the extent necessary to avoid en¬ 
dangering persons, property, or the en¬ 
vironment. The section also requires the 
deviation to be reported to the nearest 
Captain of the Port or District Com¬ 
mander as soon as possible if the devia¬ 
tion must continue for more than a very 
brief time. 

Section 164.53 provides for deviations 
from the rules in this part in other than 
emergency situations when authorized 
by the Captain of the Port. This section 
recognizes that routine deviations may 
be necessary and appropriate in the 
event of equipment failure or because 
of the particular service or locale of the 
vessel. 

An environmental assessment has been 
conducted for these proposed regula¬ 
tions. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend Chapter I of Title 
33, Code of Federal Regulations, by add¬ 
ing new Part 164 as follows: 

PART 164 —NAVIGATION SAFETY 
REGULATIONS 

Sec. 

104.01 AppllcabUity. 

164.1 1 Navigation underway: general. 

164.15 Navigation underway: confined or 

congested waters. 

164.16 List of confined or congested waters. 

164.17 Tug assistance In confined waters. 
164.19 Requirements for vessels at anchor. 
164.23 Notification of getting underway. 
164.25 Tests before entering or getting un¬ 
derway. 

164.30 Charts, publications and equipment: 
general. 

164 .33 Charts and publications. 

64.35 Equipment: all vessels. 
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Sec. 

164.37 Additional equipment: vessels of 
10,000 or more gross tons. 

*164.39 Additional equipment: vessels of 
35,000 or more gross tons. 

164.51 Deviations from rules: emergency. 
164.53 Deviation from rules: other than 
emergency. 

164.61 Marine casualty record retention. 

Authority: Sec. 311(J)(1). 86 Stat. 826 
(33 U.S.C. 1321(J) (1)); sec. 201(3). 86 Stat. 
428. as amended (46 U.S.C. 391a(3)); sec. 
104. 86 Stat. 427 (33 U.S.C. 1224); 49 CFR 
1.46(m) and (n) (4). 

§ 164.01 Applicability. 

This part applies to each self-pro¬ 
pelled vessel of 1600 or more gross tons 
when it is operating in or on the naviga¬ 
ble waters of the United States, except 
the Panama Canal and the St. Lawrence 
Seaway. 

§ 164.11 Navigation underway: general. 

The master or person in charge of 
each vessel underway shall ensure that: 

(a) The pilothouse is constantly 
manned by an adequate number of per¬ 
sons to: 

(1) Direct and control the movement 
of the vessel; and 

(2) Fix the vessel’s position; 

(b) Each person performing a duty 
described in paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion is competent to perform that duty; 

(c) The vessel’s position is fixed at 
least every 15 minutes; 

(d) The position of the vessel at each 
fix. and the revised intended track of the 
vessel if necessary, are plotted on a chart 
of the area and the person directing the 
movement of the vessel is informed of 
the vessel’s position. 

(e) Electronic and other navigational 
equipment, external fixed aids to navi¬ 
gation, geographic reference points, 
and hydrographic contours are used 
when fixing the vessel’s position; 

(f) Buoys alone are not used to fix the 
vessel’s position; 

Note: Buoys arc nids to navigation placed 
in approximate positions to alert the mari¬ 
ner to hazards to navigation or to indicate 
the orientation of a channel. Buoys may not 
maintain an exact position because strong 
currents, heavy seas, ice and collisions with 
vessels can move or sink them or set them 
adrift. Although buoys may corroborate a 
position fixed by other means, buoys cannot 
he used to fix a position. (See standard texts 
on nautical navigation practice such as 
Bowditch, Dutton, and Reisenberg.) 

(g) A proper lookout is maintained; 

(h) The dangef of each closing visual 
or each radar contact is evaluated and 
the person directing the movement of 
the vessel knows the evaluation; 

<i) Rudder orders are executed as 
given; 

(j) Engine speed and direction orders 
are executed as given; 

(k) Magnetic variation and deviation 
and gyro compass errors are known and 
correctly applied by the person directing 
the movement of the vessel: 

(l) A person whom he has determined 
is qualified to steer the vessel is at the 
steering position at all times; 


(m> If a pilot other than a member 
of the vessel’s crew is employed— 

(1) The pilot is informed of the ma¬ 
neuvering characteristics and peculiari¬ 
ties of the vessel and of any abnormal 
circumstances on the vessel that may af¬ 
fect its safe navigation; and 

(2) The master or person in charge of 
the vessel is informed by the pilot of ab¬ 
normal characteristics of the area to be 
transited that may affect the vessel’s 
safe navigation and of non-routine ma¬ 
neuvers before the pilot makes them. 

(n) Current values for the area to be 
transited are known by the person di¬ 
recting the movement of the vessel; 

(o) Predicted set and drift are known 
by the person directing movement of the 
vessel; 

fp) Tide values for the area to be 
transited are known by the person di¬ 
recting movement of the vessel; 

(q) (Reserved > 

Reserved for “Minimum Net Bottom 
Clearance.” (To be developed.) 

<r> The vessel’s anchors are ready for 
letting go; 

(s) Proper lights and day signals are 
displayed; 

(t> Proper fog signals are sounded; 

(u> The person directing the move¬ 
ment of the vessel sets the vessel’s speed 
with consideration for— 

(1) The prevailing visibility and 
weather conditions; 

(2> The proximity of the vessel to 
fixed shore and marine structures; 

(3) The tendency of the vessel under¬ 
way to squat and suffer impairment of 
maneuverability when there is small 
underkeel clearance; 

(4) The proportions of the vessel and 
the channel: 

<5» The density of marine traffic; 

<6» The damage that might be caused 
by the vessel’s wake; 

(7) The strength and direction of the 
current; and 

(8> Any local vessel speed limit; 

(v> The tests required by § 164.25 are 
made and recorded In the vessel’s pilot 
house log; and 

(w> The equipment required by this 
part is maintained in operable condition. 

§ 16*1.15 Navigation underway: routined 
or congested waters*. 

In the confined or congested waters 
described in § 164.16, the master or per¬ 
son in charge of each vessel underway 
shall ensure that— 

(a) Propulsion machinery is in the 
maneuvering mode; 

(b> The engine room is manned by an 
adequate number of competent persons 
to operate the vessel in the maneuvering 
mode: 

(c) Persons are available for rapid 
anchoring in an emergency; 

(d) The steering engine room is 
manned to shift steering control from the 
pilot house to the steering engine room; 

(e) The person required by paragraph 
(d) of this section is in communication 
with the pilot house; 

(f) The automatic pilot device is not 
in use. 
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§ 164.16 Li*t of confined or congested 
Haters. 

To be developed. 

§ 164.17 Tug assistance in confined 
waters. 

To be developed. 

§ 164.19 Requirements for vessels at 
anchor. 

The master or person In charge of each 
vessel that is anchored shall ensure that: 

(a) Procedures are followed to detect 
a dragging anchor; 

(b) A proper lookout is maintained; 

(c) If an anchor drags, action is taken 
to ensure the safety of the vessel, struc¬ 
tures, and other vessels; 

(d) The vessel is ready to get under¬ 
way whenever weather, tide, or current 
conditions are likely to cause its anchor 
to drag; 

(e) Proper lights and day signals are 
displayed; and 

(f) Proper fog signals are sounded. 

§ 164.23 Notification of getting under¬ 
way. 

Whenever the visibility is less than 300 
yards or whenever current, wind, or tide 
may abnormally affect the vessel’s move¬ 
ment, no person may cause a vessel to 
get underway from an anchorage estab¬ 
lished by the Coast Guard or a berth or 
pier unless the Captain of the Port or the 
vessel traffic service for that area has 
been notified that the vessel is getting 
underway. 

§ 164.25 Tesis before entering or getting 
underway. 

No person may cause a vessel to enter 
or get underway on the navigable waters 
of the United States unless, no more than 
12 hours before entering or getting 
underway, the following equipment has 
been tested: 

(a) Normal and secondary steering 
gear. 

(b) All internal vessel control com¬ 
munications and vessel control alarms. 

(c) Each emergency generator for at 
least fifteen minutes. 

<d) The storage batteries for emer¬ 
gency lighting and power systems in ves¬ 
sel control and propulsion machinery 
spaces. 

(e) Main propulsion machinery, ahead 
and astern. 

§ 164.30 Charts^ publication* and 
equipment: general. 

No person may operate or cause the op¬ 
eration of a vessel unless the vessel has 
the charts, publications, and equipment 
required by §§ 164.33 through 164.39 of 
this part. 

§ 164.33 Chart* and publication*. 

(a) Each vessel must have the follow¬ 
ing: 

(I) Charts of the area transited that: 

(i) Are of a large enough scale and 

have enough detail to enable safe naviga¬ 
tion of the area; 

(II) Are the most recent published for 
the area and corrected; and 


(iii) Are published by the National 
Ocean Survey, U.S. Army Corps of Engi¬ 
neers, or a river authority. <See also 
paragraph (b) of this section.) 

(2) The current corrected copy of, or 
applicable extract from, each of the fol¬ 
lowing publications, if it includes the 
area being transited; 

<i) U.S. Coast Pilot. 

<li) Coast Guard Light List. 

(iii) Notices to Mariners pubUshed by 
Defense Mapping Agency Hydrographic 
Center and local Coast Guard Notice to 
Mariners. 

(iv) Tide Tables published by the Na¬ 
tional Ocean Survey. 

(v) Tidal Current Tables published by 
the National Ocean Survey, or river cur¬ 
rent publication issued by the U.S. Army, 
Corps of Engineers, or a river authority. 

<b> A vessel may have a chart or pub¬ 
lication published by a foreign govern¬ 
ment instead of a chart or publication 
required by this section if the chart or 
publication contains similar information 
to the U.S. Government publication or 
chart. A vessel bound from a foreign port 
to a port in the United States may have 
the latest charts and publications that 
were available at previous ports of call. 

§ 161.35 Equipment: all vessels. 

Each vessel must have the following: 

(a) A marine radar system for surface 
navigation. 

(b) An illuminated magnetic steering 
compass mounted In a binnacle that can 
be read at the vessel's primary steering 
position. 

(c) A current magnetic compass devia¬ 
tion table or graph for the steering com¬ 
pass, in the pilot house. 

(d> An illuminated gyro compass or 
repeater that can be read at the vessel’s 
primary steering station. 

<e) An illuminated rudder angle in¬ 
dicator in the pilot house. 

(f) A diagram, graph, or table, that 
shows the vessel’s maneuvering and 
speed characteristics, in the pilot house. 

(g) An echo depth sounding device 
that can be read in the pilot house. 

(h) A device to continuously record the 
depth readings of the vessel’s echo depth 
sounding device. 

(i) An illuminated device in the pilot 
house that displays the speed of the ves¬ 
sel, such as a pitometer log, revolutions- 
per-minute counter with speed equivalent 
table or a direct read-out device such as 
a doppler indicator. 

(j) Equipment in the pilot house for 
plotting relative motion. 

§ 164.37 Additional equipment: vessels 
of 10,000 or more gro.*# ton*. 

Each vessel of 10,000 or more gross 
tons must have, in addition to the radar 
system required in 8 164.35(a), a second 
marine radar system for surface naviga¬ 
tion. 

§ 161.39 Additional equipment: veescls 
of 35,000 or more gross tons. 

Each vessel of 35,000 or more gross 
tons must have an illuminated rate of 
turn indicator in the pilot house. 


§ 164.51 Deviation* from rule*: cmcr- 

cy. 

(a) In an emergency, any person may 
deviate from any rule in this part to the 
extent necessary to avoid endangering 
persons, property, or the environment. 

(b) When a person must continue to 
deviate from any rule in this part because 
of an emergency, he shall report the de¬ 
viation or cause it to be reported to the 
nearest Captain of the Port or Coast 
Guard District Commander as soon as 
possible. 

§ 164.53 Deviation* from rule*: other 
than emergency. 

<a> Any person may deviate from any 
rule in this part when authorized by the 
Captain of the Port. 

(b) The Captain of the Port may au¬ 
thorize a deviation from any rule in this 
part if he determines that the deviation 
does not impair the safe navigation of 
the vessel and will not result in a viola¬ 
tion of the rules for preventing collisions 
at sea. The authorization may be issued 
for any voyage or part of a voyage or, if 
the vessel operates solely in waters un¬ 
der the Jurisdiction of the Captain of the 
Port, for any continuing operation or 
period of time the Captain of the Port 
specifies. 

§ 164.61 Marine casually record reten¬ 
tion. 

When a vessel is involved in a marine 
casualty as defined in 46 CFR 4.03-1, the 
master or person in charge of the vessel 
shall: 

(a) Ensure compliance with 46 CFR 
Subpart 4.05, “Notice of Marine Casualty 
and Voyage Records;” and 

<b) Ensure that the voyage records 
required by 46 CFR 4.05-15 are retained 
for: 

(1) 30 days after the casualty if the 
vessel remains in the navigable waters 
of the United States; or 

(2) 30 days after the return of the 
vessel to a United States port if the vessel 
departs the navigable waters of the 
United States within 30 days after the 
marine casualty. 

Dated: May 3, 1976. 

R. I. Price. 

U.S. Coast Guard Chief , Office 
of Marine Environment and 
Systems. 

|FR Doc.76-13209 Filed 6-5-76; 8:46 am I 

[ 33 CFR Part 164 ] 

[CGD 76-0251 

TUG ASSISTANCE IN CONFINED WATERS 
Proposed Minimum Standards 

The Coast Guard is considering 
amending Part 164 of Title 33. Code of 
Federal Regulations to require minimum 
standards for tug assistance for vessels 
operating in confined waters to reduce 
the potential for collisions, rammings, 
and groundings in these areas. 

This advance notice of proposed rule- 
making is being issued pursuant to the 
Coast Guard’s policy of soliciting com¬ 
ments from the maritime industry in an 
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effort to identify a definite course of ac¬ 
tion and obtain data necessary for the 
promulgation of an effective regulation. 

Interested persons are requested to as¬ 
sist the Coast Guard by submitting writ¬ 
ten comments, data, views, or arguments 
to the Executive Secretary, Marine 
Safety Council (G-CMC/81), room 8117, 
US. Coast Guard, Washington, D.C. 
20590. A participant in this rulemaking 
procedure should furnish comments, 
views, data, or arguments to the Coast 
Guard as soon as possible but no later 
than July 6. 1976. Copies of material re¬ 
ceived will be available for examination 
in room 8117. There is no public hearing 
contemplated at this time. If it is deter¬ 
mined to be in the public interest to 
proceed further after consideration of 
the available data and comments re¬ 
ceived in response to this notice, a notice 
of proposed rulemaking will be issued. 

The proposed rules are intended to pro¬ 
vide uniform guidance for the maritime 
industry and Captains of the Port for 
the use of tugs by vessels operating and 
maneuvering in confined waters and in 
docking and undocking. In the develop¬ 
ment of the requirements for these rules, 
the following are some of the factors to 
be considered: 

a. Size of vessel, 

b. Displacement, 

c. Propulsion, 

d. Availability of multiple screws or 
bow thrusters, 

e. Controllability as measured by 
standard 20°/20° zig-zag maneuvers, 

f. Type of cargo. 

g. Availability of safety standards, 

h. Actual or predicted adverse weather ‘ 
conditions. 

Based on these and possibly other vari¬ 
ables, we are considering establishing a 
“Factor Table” that would rate a vessel 
numerically. In conjunction with that, a 
“Tug Assistance Requirement Table” is 
being considered that would convert the 
vessel rating to a minimum tug require¬ 
ment with additional consideration as to 
the port area being navigated. Where 
tugs would be referred to in numbers, a 
rating unit would have to be established 
such as a minimum rated blip of avail¬ 
able propulsive power. 

Comments are specifically requested on 
the following areas of interest: 

1. Should minimum requirements be 
set as to vessel size, gross tonnage? If so, 
what? 

2. Should vessel propulsion be consid¬ 
ered? If so, how? 

3. To what extent should multiple 
screws or bow thrusters be considered? 

4. is controllability as measured by 
the standard 20V20 0 zig-zag maneuvers 
a factor that should be considered? Is 
there another measure which would be 
more suitable in determining control¬ 
lability? 

5. For dangerous cargoes such as those 
specified In 33 CFR 124.14. what addi¬ 
tional requirements should be estab¬ 
lished, If any? 


6. Are there certain safety standards 
that could be considered to reduce the 
number of drugs to be required? If so. 
what are they and to what degree should 
they be considered? 

7. Is there any need to consider adverse 
weather conditions or should it be left 
to the discretion of the Captain of the 
Port? 

8. In attempting to categorize ports 
and their accesses, what standards if any, 
should be established for channel dimen¬ 
sions, bottom composition, bands, cur¬ 
rents, piers, bridges or other impediments 
to navigation, amount and type of ship¬ 
ping? What other considerations? 

9. For defining a tug unit, what mini¬ 
mum rated bhp should be used? Should 
some otheraninimum factor be used? 

10. In some other alternative possible 
that would achieve the desired results? 

Comments are welcome on these ques¬ 
tions. as well as any other additional 
recommendation for implementing the 
objective of port and vessel safety. 

This advance notice of proposed rule- 
making is issued under the authority of 
sections 104 and 201<R.S. 4417a<3)) of 
the Ports and Waterways Safety Act of 
1972 <Pub. L. 92-340, 86 Stat. 424). as 
delegated in 49 CFR 1.46 (n) (4); sec¬ 
tion 311 (j) of the Federal Water Pol¬ 
lution Control Act, (Pub. L. 92-500. 86 
Stat. 862, 33 U.S.C. 1321), as delegated in 
section 2 of E. O. 11735 (38 FR 21243) 
and 49 CFR 1.46(m); and the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (83 
Stat. 852, 42 U.S.C. 4231, etseq.). 

Dated: May 3.1976. 

R. I. Price, 

Chief , Office of Marine 
Environment and Systems. 

(FR Doc.76-13210 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 ami 


[ 33 CFR Part 164 ] 

l CGD 76-051J 

MINIMUM NET BOTTOM CLEARANCE 
Request for Comments 

The Coast Guard is considering 
amending Part 164 to require the master 
of a vessel to ensure that there is a mini¬ 
mum net bottom clearance to prevent 
vessel damage and possible environmen¬ 
tal harm. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting written data, view's 
or arguments as the they may desire 
to the Coast Guard (G-CMC/81), Wash¬ 
ington, D.C, 20590. Each person submit¬ 
ting coments should identify the notice 
number (CGD 76-051) and the name, 
address and organization, if appropri¬ 
ate, of the commenter. 

All comments received by July 6, 1976. 
will be fully considered and evaluated 
before taking action on the proposed rule. 
Copies of all written communications re¬ 
ceived will be available for examination 
by the public in room 8117, 400 Seventh 
Street, SW, Washington, D.C. The pro¬ 
posal contained in this notice may be 


changed in the light of comments re¬ 
ceived. If it is determined to be in the 
public interest to proceed further after 
consideration of the available date and 
comments received in response to this 
notice, a notice of proposed rulemaking 
will be issued. 

Minimum net bottom clearance (also 
known as net underkeel clearance) is 
not a new concept. The Permanent In¬ 
ternational Association of Navigation 
Congresses, nnd International Oil Tank¬ 
ers Commission (1970-1974) in their 
paper “Big Tankers and their Recep¬ 
tion” defined net underkeel clearance as 
“the minimal margin remaining under 
the keel of the vessel moving at planned 
passage speed under the action of the 
most severe planned (anticipated) toler¬ 
able wind and wave conditions.” This 
organization has recommended 1 meter 
as the net underkeel clearance for rocky 
bottoms and 0.5 meter for sandy bot¬ 
toms. 

This notice proposes that there be 
established a minimum net bottom clear¬ 
ance for vessels coming into U.S. ports 
similar to the net underkeel clearance 
required in various foreign ports. The 
Coast Guard is seeking information to 
help develop reasonable requirements or 
factors that should be considered in the 
development of practical requirements. 
Factors under consideration which can 
diminish the at-rest bottom clearance 
under actual operating conditions in¬ 
clude water level, water density, squat, 
trim, list and wave action. 

Comments are specifically requested on 
the following: 

1. What should be the minimum net 
bottom clearance? 

2. What should be the clearance where 
the nature of the bed is such as to be 
capable of rupturing a vessel’s bottom? 

3. Is there any definition of channel 
depth other than the latest information 
published by the United States Govern¬ 
ment which can be reliably and consist¬ 
ently used? 

4. Would an overall specification of 
permissable depth draft ratio be prefer¬ 
able to the categorized approach set 
forth in the foregoing? 

5. Should vessels with complete dou¬ 
ble bottom integrity, not containing pol¬ 
lutants within the double bottoms, be 
permitted to operate with less net bot¬ 
tom clearance than other vessels not so 
equipped? If so, what should the net 
bottom clearances be? 

Comments are welcome on these ques¬ 
tions and suggestions, as well as any 
adidtional recommendation concerning 
minimum net bottom clearance. 

(Sec. 311 (J) (1), 86 Stat. 6662 (33 U.S.C. 1321 
(J) (1)); sec. 201(3), 86 8tat. 427, as amended 
46 UJS.C. 391a(3)); 49 CFR 1.46 (m) and 
(n)(4)) 

Dated: May 3, 1976. 

R. I. Price, 

Chief, Office of Marine 
Environment and Systems . 

IFR Doc.76-13211 Filed 5-5-76;8:45 am) 
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Title 40—Protection of Environment 

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 

[PRL 534-6 J 

PART 460—HOSPITAL POINT SOURCE 
CATEGORY 

Effluent Limitations, Guidelines and 
Standards 

Notice is hereby given that effluent 
limitations and guidelines for existing 
sources to be achieved by the applica¬ 
tion of best practicable control technol¬ 
ogy currently available as set forth in 
interim final form below are promul¬ 
gated by the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). The regulation set forth 
below establishes Part 460—hospital 
point source category and will be appli¬ 
cable to existing sources for the hospital 
category (Subpart A) of the hospital 
point source category pursuant to sec¬ 
tions 301, 304 (b) and (c), of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act, as amended 
(33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311. 1314 <b) and (c), 
86 Stat. 816 et seq.; PX. 92-500) (the 
Act). Simultaneously, the Agency is pub¬ 
lishing in proposed form effluent limita¬ 
tions and guidelines for existing sources 
to be achieved by the application of best 
available technology economically 
achievable, standards of performance for 
new point sources and pretreatment 
standards for new sources for the hospi¬ 
tal point source category (Subpart A). 

(a) Legal authority. (1) Existing 
point sources. Section 301(b) of the Act 
requires the achievement by not later 
than July 1, 1977, of effluent limitations 
for point sources, other than publicly 
owned treatment works, which require 
the application of the best practicable 
control technology currently available as 
defined by the Administrator pursuant to 
section 304(b) of the Act. Section 301(b) 
also requires the achievement by not 
later than July 1,1983, of effluent limita¬ 
tions for point sources, other than pub¬ 
licly owned treatment works, which re¬ 
quire the application of best available 
technology economically achievable 
which will result in reasonable further 
progress toward the national goal of 
eliminating the discharge of all pollut¬ 
ants, as determined in accordance with 
regulations issued by the Administrator 
pursuant to section 304(b) of the Act. 

Section 304(b) of the Act requires the 
Administrator to publish regulations pro¬ 
viding guidelines for effluent limitations 
setting forth the degree of effluent reduc¬ 
tion attainable through the application 
of the best practicable control technology 
currently available and the degree of ef¬ 
fluent reduction attainable through the 
application of the best control measures 
and practices achievable including treat¬ 
ment techniques, process and procedural 
innovations, operating methods and 
other alternatives. The regulation herein 
sets forth effluent limitations and guide¬ 
lines, pursuant to sections 301 and 304(b) 
of the Act, for the hospital category 
(Subpart A) of the hospital point source 
category. 
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Section 304(c) of the Act requires the 
Administrator to issue to the States and 
appropriate water pollution control 
agencies information on the processes, 
procedures or operating methods which 
result in the elimination or reduction 
of the discharge of pollutants to imple¬ 
ment standards of pez*formance under 
section 306 of the Act. The report or “De¬ 
velopment Document” referred to below 
provides, pursuant to section 304(c) of 
the Act, information on such processes, 
procedures or operating methods. 

(2) New sources Section 306 of the Act 
requires the achievement by new sources 
of a Federal standard of performance 
providing for the control of the discharge 
of pollutants which reflects the greatest 
degree of effluent reduction which the 
Administrator determines to be achieva¬ 
ble through application of the best avail¬ 
able demonstrated control technology, 
processes, operating methods, or other 
alternatives, including, where practica¬ 
ble, a standard permitting no discharge 
of pollutants. 

Section 306 also requires the Adminis¬ 
trator to propose regulations establishing 
Federal standards of performance for 
categories of new sources included in a 
list published pursuant to section 306 of 
the Act. The regulations proposed herein 
set forth the standards of performance 
applicable to new sources for the hospital 
category (Subpart A) of the hospital 
point source category. 

Section 307(b) of the Act requires the 
establishment of pre treatment standards 
for pollutants introduced into publicly 
owned treatment works and 40 CFR 128 
establishes that the Agency will propose 
specific pretreatment standards at the 
time effluent limitations are established 
for point source discharges. 

Section 307(c) of the Act requires the 
Administrator to promulgate pretreat¬ 
ment standards for new sources at the 
same time that standards of performance 
for new sources are promulgated pur¬ 
suant to section 306. In another section 
of the Federal Register regulations are 
proposed in fulfillment of these require¬ 
ments. 

(b) Summary and basis of interim 
final effluent limitations and guidelines 
for existing sources, proposed effluent 
limitations and guidelines for existing 
sources to be achieved by the application 
of the best available technology econom¬ 
ically achievable, proposed standards of 
performance for new sources, and pro¬ 
posed pretreatment standards for new 
sources. 

(1) General methodology. The effluent 
limitations and guidelines set forth here¬ 
in were developed in the following man¬ 
ner. The point source category was first 
studied for the purpose of determining 
whether separate limitations are appro¬ 
priate for different segments within the 
category. This analysis included a deter¬ 
mination of whether differences in raw 
material used, product produced, manu¬ 
facturing process employed, age, size, 
wastewater constituents and other fac¬ 
tors require development of separate lim¬ 


itations for different segments of the 
point source category. The raw waste 
characteristics for each such segment 
were then identified. This included an 
analysis of the source, flow and volume of 
water used in the process employed, the 
sources of waste and wastewaters in the 
operation and the constituents of all 
wastewater. The constituents of the 
wastewaters which should be subject to 
effluent limitations were identified. 

The control and treatment technol¬ 
ogies existing were identified. This in¬ 
cluded an identification of distinct con¬ 
trol and treatment technologies, includ¬ 
ing both in-plant and end-of-process 
technologies, which are existent or ca¬ 
pable of being designed for each segment. 
It also included an identification of, in 
terms of the amount of constituents and 
the chemical, physical, and biological 
characteristics of pollutants, the effluent 
level resulting from the application of 
the technologies. The problems, limita¬ 
tions and reliability of treatment and 
control technologies were also identified. 
In addition, the non water quality envi¬ 
ronmental impact, such as the effects of 
the application of such technologies upon 
other pollution problems, including air, 
solid waste, noise and radiation were 
identified. The energy requirements of 
the control and treatment technologies 
were determined as well as the cost of the 
application of such technologies. 

The information, as outlined above, 
was evaluated in order to determine what 
levels of technology constitute the “best 
practicable control technology currently 
available.” In identifying such technol¬ 
ogies, various factors were considered. 
These included the total cost of applica¬ 
tion of technology in relation to the 
effluent reduction benefits to be achieved 
from such application, the age of equip¬ 
ment and facilities involved, the process 
employed, the engineering aspects of the 
application of various types of control 
techniques, process changes, nonwater 
quality environmental impact (including 
energy requirements) and other factors. 

The data for the analyses were ob¬ 
tained from many sources including 
EPA permit applications, EPA sampling 
and inspections, consultant reports, hos¬ 
pital submissions, and industry associa¬ 
tions. 

(2) Summary of conclusions with re¬ 
spect to the hospital industry category 
(Subpart A) of the hospital Industry 
point source category. 

(i) Categorization. For the purpose of 
establishing effluent limitations, guide¬ 
lines and standards, the hospital point 
source category was not divided into sub¬ 
categories. The reason is that, unlike ef¬ 
fluent from manufacturing operations, 
the wastes from hospitals are essentially 
domestic wastes no matter what type of 
facility is generating the wastes. The 
major contributions to the effluent are 
sanitary wastes, cafeteria wastes, laundry 
effluent and laboratory wastes. Factors 
such as raw waste loads, water require¬ 
ments, treatability of wastewaters, and 
other means were used to establish ef¬ 
fluent limitations, guidelines and stand- 
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aids of performance for this category. 
Hence, this broad categorization scheme 
simplifies the application of effluent 
limitations and guidelines for a complex 
mix of hospital activity. 

<ii> Waste characteristics. The sig¬ 
nificant wastewater pollutants and pol¬ 
lutant properties identified in the ef¬ 
fluent from facilities in the hospital 
point source category include pH. total 
suspended solids, BOD5, COD. TOC and 
metals. 

i iii> Origin of wastewater pollutants. 
Sources of wastewater pollutants in the 
hospital point source category include 
aqueous wastes from patient and staff 
sanitary waste, cafeteria, laboratory and 
laundry operations. 

Pollutant parameters for the hospital 
point source category pertain to waste- 
waters from functional hospital activi¬ 
ties. Wastewater pollutants are propor¬ 
tional to the level of patient loading. It 
was therefore possible to establish limita¬ 
tions and standards on the basis of oc¬ 
cupied beds. Other pollutant sources 
within the hospital point source category 
include utilities and janitorial operations. 

(iv) Treatment and control tech¬ 
nology. Wastewater treatment and con¬ 
trol technologies have been studied for 
this point source category to determine 
what is the best practicable control 
technology currently available. 

The development document referenced 
herein gives a complete discussion of con¬ 
trol and treatment technologies which 
were found to be applicable to this point 
source category. The regulations set forth 
today are based on that document and 
other sources. The regulations are de¬ 
rived from exemplary operations docu¬ 
mented as to operation and control and 
to levels of treatment obtained in this 
industry over long periods of operation. 
The results of these exemplary operations 
are presented in the development docu¬ 
ment. 

The variability observed in the oper¬ 
ation of the exemplary treatment sys¬ 
tem in the hospital category is reflected 
by the data contained in the development 
document. The Agency possesses long 
term treatment data generated on a daily 
basis for this category. The variability 
factors for BOD for this industry are 
2.2 for daily and 1.8 for monthly. These 
are based on use of 99/50 ratio of 
probability. 

The Agency has found that both in- 
process control measures such as bleach 
regeneration, silver recovery, use of mer¬ 
cury captive devices, and more effective 
use of solid waste systems and end-of- 
pipe process treatment technologies are 
effective in reducing pollution from this 
category. 

Good in-process control is a significant 
pollution abatement technique for the 
hospital point source category. Practices 
such as containment of mercury, barium 
salts and radionuclides until safe to re¬ 
lease to the environment, monitoring 
wastewater, wastewater equalization, 
good housekeeping and equipment main¬ 
tenance can be used effectively to elimi¬ 
nate or reduce the volume of wastewater 
requiring treatment. 
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Suspended solids may generally be re¬ 
moved by sedimentation basins, clari¬ 
fiers, filters, centrifuges and evaporation. 
These treatment technologies can be 
used when combined with disposal of 
residue. 

Solid waste control must be considered. 
Pollution control technologies generate 
many different amounts and types of 
solid wastes and liquid concentrates 
through the removal of pollutants. These 
substances vary greatly in their chemical 
and physical composition and may be 
either hazardous or nonhazardous. A 
variety of techniques may be employed 
to dispose of these substances depending 
on the degree of hazard. 

If thermal processing (incineration) is 
the choice for disposal, provisions must 
be made to ensure against entry of 
hazardous pollutants into the atmos¬ 
phere. Consideration should also be given 
to recovery of materials of value in the 
wastes. % 

For those waste materials considered 
to be nonhazardous where land disposal 
is the choice for disposal, practices 
similar to proper sanitary landfill tech¬ 
nology may be followed. The principles 
set forth in the EPA’s Land Disposal of 
Solid Wastes Guidelines 40 CFR Part 241 
may be used as guidance for acceptable 
land disposal techniques. 

Best practicable control technology re¬ 
quires disposal of the pollutants removed 
from wastewaters in this point source 
category in the form of solid wastes and 
liquid concentrates. In most cases these 
are nonhazardous substances requiring 
only minimal custodial care. However, 
some constituents may be hazardous and 
may require special consideration, in 
order to ensure long-term protection of 
the environment from these hazardous or 
harmful constituents, special considera¬ 
tion of disposal sites must be made. All 
landfill sites where such hazardous 
wastes are disposed should be selected so 
as to prevent horizontal and vertical 
migration of these contaminants to 
ground or surface waters. In cases where 
geologic conditions may not reasonably 
ensure this, adequate legal and mechani¬ 
cal precautions (e.g., impervious liners) 
should be taken to ensure long-term pro¬ 
tection to the environment from hazard¬ 
ous materials. Where appropriate, the 
location of solid hazardous materials 
disposal sites should be permanently 
recorded in the appropriate office of legal 
jurisdiction. 

(v) Cost estimates for control of 
wastewater pollutants. Capital and an¬ 
nual costs were computed per 1,000 oc¬ 
cupied beds. It was necessary to make 
some simplifying assumptions in order 
to determine costs on an occupancy basis. 
These assumptions are: 

(1) That each hospital is a discrete 
plant whose wastewater is treated in a 
single end-of-process waste treatment 
system. 

(2> That all wastewaters are treated 
by the model end-of-process system re¬ 
gardless of alternate disposal techniques 
and in-process changes, which may be 
chosen by any specific hospital. 

Alternate disposal methods such as in¬ 
cineration or like processes are also com¬ 
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monly used for disposal of highly con¬ 
centrated and difficult wastes. In any 
specific case, the hospital management 
can best determine the most attractive 
economic alternatives for in-process con¬ 
trols and end-of-process treatment 
which will meet the limitations required. 

Cost information was obtained directly 
from the hospital industry, from engi¬ 
neering firms, equipment suppliers, gov¬ 
ernment sources, and available literature. 
Costs are based on actual industrial in¬ 
stallations or engineering estimates for 
projected facilities as supplied by con¬ 
tributing companies. In the absence of 
such information, cost estimates have 
been developed from either hospital- 
supplied costs for similar waste treat¬ 
ment installations or general cost esti¬ 
mates for treatment technology by engi¬ 
neering firms in the business of designing 
and constructing such facilities. 

(vi) Energy requirements and nonwa- 
ter quality environmental impacts. The 
major nonwater quality consideration 
which may be associated with in-process 
control measures is the use of alterna¬ 
tive means of ultimate disposal. As the 
process raw waste load (RWL) is re¬ 
duced in volume, alternate disposal tech¬ 
niques may become feasible. Incineration 
is a viable alternative for concentrated 
waste streams. Associated air pollution 
and the need for auxiliary fuel, depend¬ 
ing on the heating value of the waste, 
are considerations which must be evalu¬ 
ated on an individual basis for each use. 

Other nonwater quality aspects, such 
as noise levels, will not be perceptibly 
affected. In the case of the hospital point 
source category, wastewater treatment 
plants should be located an appropriate 
distance from the hospital building(s) 
to minimize this factor. 

Energy requirements associated with 
treatment and control technologies are 
not significant when compared to the 
total energy requirements for this cate¬ 
gory. 

(vii) Economic and inflationary im¬ 
pact. Executive Order 11821 (November 
27. 1974) requires that major proposals 
for legislation and promulgation of reg¬ 
ulations and rules by Agencies of the 
executive branch be accompanied by a 
statement certifying that the inflation¬ 
ary impact of the proposal has been eval¬ 
uated. The Administrator has directed 
that all regulatory actions which are 
likely to result in (1) annualized costs 
of $100 million, (2) additional cost of 
production more than 5% of the selling 
price, or (3) an energy consumption in¬ 
crease equivalent to 25,000 barrels of oil 
a day will require certification. These 
prerequisites for requiring an infla¬ 
tionary impact analysis have not been 
met in this case, but the following is 
a summary of the economic impact study 
performed during the development of 
these regulations. It is hereby certified 
that the economic and inflationary ef¬ 
fects of this proposal have been careful¬ 
ly evaluated in accordance with Execu¬ 
tive Order 11821. 

The hospital point source category 
needs an investment of $54 million to 
meet the 1977 effluent limitations and an 
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additional $44 million to meet BATEA, 
causing a total investment of $98 million. 
The annual costs are $16 million for 
meeting the 1977 effluent limitations and 
an additional $11 million for meeting the 
1983 effluent limitations, causing a total 
annual cost of $27 million. These inter¬ 
nal costs consider that most of the di¬ 
rect dischargers are required by State 
law to have some secondary treatment in 
place for health reasons. Since hospitals 
are operated on a nonprofit basis, these 
internal costs must be passed on to the 
consumers of hospital service. The fol¬ 
lowing chart shows the percent price in¬ 
creases caused by meeting the 1977 efflu¬ 
ent limitations and the incremental per¬ 
centage price increases caused by the 
1983 effluent limitations. 


Hospital Ik< 1 sir.© 

1977 (percent’) 

1983 (percent) 

50 to 99. 

0.8 

0 .! 

100 to 190. 

.5 


200 to 299. 

.4 


800to 390.. 

.8 


400 to 490. 

.3 


500 or more_ 

.4 



Due to the nonprofit status of mast 
hospitals, the relatively small costs be¬ 
ing incurred and the inelastic demand 
for hospital services, it is estimated that 
the economic impact is minimal. How¬ 
ever, there may be specific cases where 
financing could be difficult. Comments or 
information regarding specific cases in 
which hospitals would have a difficult 
time financing the treatment facilities 
should be addressed to the Environmen- - 
tal Protection Agency, 401 M St. S.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20460, Attention: Dis¬ 
tribution Officer, WH-552. 

The report entitled “Development Doc¬ 
ument for Interim Final Effluent Limita¬ 
tions, Guidelines and Proposed New 
Source Performance Standards for the 
Hospital Point Source Category” details 
the analysis undertaken in support of 
the interim final regulations set forth 
herein and is available for inspection in 
the EPA Public Information Reference 
Unit, Room 2922 (EPA Library). Water¬ 
side Mall, Washington, D.C. 20460, at all 
EPA regional offices, and at state water 
pollution control offices. A supplemen¬ 
tary analysis prepared for EPA of the 
possible economic effects of the regula¬ 
tions is also available for inspection at 
these locations. Copies of both of these 
documents are being sent to persons or 
institutions affected by the proposed 
regulation or who have placed themselves 
on a mailing list for this purpose (see 
EPA’s Advance Notice of Public Review 
Procedures, 38 FR 21202, August 6, 1973). 
An additional limited number of copies 
of both reports are available. Persons 
wishing to obtain a copy may write the 
Environmental Protection Agency, Efflu¬ 
ent Guidelines Division, Washington, 
D.C. 20460, Attention: Distribution Offi¬ 
cer. WH-552. 

When this regulation is promulgated 
in final rather than interim final form 
revised copies of the Development Docu¬ 
ment will be available from the Superin¬ 
tendent of Documents, Government 
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 


Copies of the economic analysis docu¬ 
ment will be available through the Na¬ 
tional Technical Information Service, 
Springfield, VA 22151. 

<c) Summary of public participation. 
Prior to this publication, the agencies 
and groups listed below were consulted 
and given an opportunity to participate 
in the development of effluent limita¬ 
tions, guidelines and standards of per¬ 
formance proposed for the hospital point 
source category. All participating agen¬ 
cies have been informed of project de¬ 
velopments. An initial draft of the De¬ 
velopment Document was sent to all 
participants and comments were solicited 
on that report. The following are the 
principal agencies and groups consulted: 

(1) Effluent Standards and Water Qual¬ 
ity Information Advisory Committee (es¬ 
tablished under section 515 of the Act); 

(2) all State and U.S. Territory Pollu¬ 
tion Control Agencies; (3) U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Health. Education, and Welfare. 
National Institutes of Health; (4) Na¬ 
tional Ecological Research Center; (5) 
National Association of Pharmaceutical 
Manufacturers; (6) Natural Resources 
Defense Council; (7) American Society 
of Civil Engineers; (8) Water Pollu¬ 
tion Control Federation; (9) American 
Hospital Association; (10) U.S. Army 
Environmental Hygiene Agency; (11) 
American Pharmaceutical Association; 
(12) American Medical Association, Pub¬ 
lic Health Division; (13) U.S. Water Re¬ 
sources Council; and (14) U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of the Army. 

The following responded with com¬ 
ments: U.S. Department of Defense; 
U.S. Department of Interior; North 
Carolina Department, of Natural and 
Economic Resources; Effluent Standards 
and Water Quality Information Advi¬ 
sory Committee; Department of the 
Army; American Medical Association; 
American Hospital Association; and U.S. 
Department of Health. Education, and 
Welfare, National Institutes of Health. 

The primary issues raised in the de¬ 
velopment of the interim final effluent 
limitations and guidelines and the treat¬ 
ment of these issues herein are as fol¬ 
lows: 

(1) Several commenters questioned the 
validity of the contractor’s study which 
is based on the limited number of hospi¬ 
tals considered from among the approx¬ 
imate 7,000 hospitals in the United 
States. 

Of the 7,000 hospitals in the U.S., about 
92 percent discharge to municipal treat¬ 
ment facilities. The limitations apply for 
the remaining 8 percent. On preliminary 
investigation, it was believed that hospi¬ 
tal waste would look much like munici¬ 
pal waste. An investigation of research, 
private community and veterans hospi¬ 
tals confirmed this assumption. The 
waste is domestic waste from patients 
and staff, laundry waste, cafeteria waste 
and some laboratory waste and it was 
found by the EPA contractor that these 
waste parameters do not differ measur¬ 
ably from facility to facility. 

(2) One commenter suggested that the 
nine Veterans Administration hospitals 


studied do not represent the typical 
private community hospital. 

The raw waste loads for the Veterans 
Administration hospitals when compared 
to the available data for private com¬ 
munity hospitals were very similar. 

(3) One commenter felt that the 
average hospital size in the United States 
is a 70 bed hospital and the 165 to 1,460 
bed range studied does not represent a 
true picture of the nation’s hospitals. 

The raw waste load per occupied bed 
in the data from the survey does not 
significantly vary for the full range of 
hospital sizes. 

(4) One commenter felt that the staff 
size of the hospitals had been ignored 
and could be a significant parameter, 
especially in teaching and research hos¬ 
pitals. 

The staff size was not ignored. In term 
of waste treatment design parameters 
and operational demands, no significant 
difference in the proportionate raw waste 
load appears to exist based on size, type, 
locations, etc., including the staff size. 

(5) Several commenters felt that hos¬ 
pitals, because the raw waste loads were 
similar to municipal waste, should be re¬ 
quired only to comply with present mu¬ 
nicipal regulations. 

The Agency is requiring the hospital 
category point source to install treat¬ 
ment only slightly more sophisticated 
than is required of municipal discharg¬ 
ers. The slight increment is due to the 
need to effectively treat laboratory 
wastes. 

(6) One commenter advised that many 
hospitals in urban and suburban areas do 
not have sufficient space for waste¬ 
water treatment plants. In these cases, it 
would be impossible or unreasonable for 
them to comply with a regulation that 
demanded construction of such a treat¬ 
ment plant. 

Approximately 92 percent of the hos¬ 
pitals discharge their waste to municipal 
treatment systems. The Agency has 
found that almost all urban hospitals 
discharge to a municipal treatment sys¬ 
tem, and those that do not presently dis¬ 
charge in this way have the option of 
choosing this method rather than con¬ 
structing a plant. 

(7) The design treatment model (acti¬ 
vated sludge) selection is questionable 
according to several commenters. 

Activated sludge treatment is a well 
known, demonstrated pollution reduc¬ 
tion method, for the wastes being regu¬ 
lated under these limitations. Most hos¬ 
pitals with their own treatment plants 
use basic biological treatment systems. 

(8) One commenter indicated that 
the 1972 based cost estimates do not in¬ 
dicate today’s cost. 

All cost data were computed in terms 
of August 1972 dollars which corresponds 
to an Engineering News Records Index 
(ENR) value of 1870. The actual infla¬ 
tionary and econofic impact is being per¬ 
formed in another study which will be 
attached to the technical study. The eco¬ 
nomic study will use 1974 cost figures. 

(9) One commenter felt there should 
be no pH limit for hospitals because of 
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the assimilative capacity of the receiving 

water. 

These limitations are technology- 
based standards designed to take effect 
at the end of the pipe leading from the 
discharging facility. 

ao> One commenter suggested that 
toxic or radioactive waste should be reg¬ 
ulated along with those presently being 
proposed to be regulated. 

The Agency intends to regulate these 
parameters as soon as possible, after 
further analytical and technological 
studies have been completed. 

<ll) The average waste w’ater gener¬ 
ated per occupied bed (228 gallons) in 
the draft Development Document has 
been suggested to be low. That figure was 
based on number of beds rather than 
occupied beds. A figure of 350 gallons per 
occupied bed has been suggested by the 
commenter as the appropriate figure. 

The American Hospital Association 
estimated 242 gallons per occupied bed. 
The best flow data available at this time 
is 319 gallons per occupied bed. This flow 
per occupied bed is in reasonable agree¬ 
ment with the suggested value of 350 gal- 
ions per occupied bed suggested by one of 
the commenters. 

(12) One commenter suggested that 
all hospitals are unique and that determ- 
ing the raw* waste load using the number 
of occupied beds is invalid. 

There is no data to support this sug¬ 
gestion. The data indicate that the w r aste 
loads are basically proportionate to the 
occupied beds. 

(13) One commenter questioned the 
fact that alternatives to the use of chlo¬ 
rine for disinfection had not been con¬ 
sidered. This conflicts with the EPA 
policy to limit chlorine concentration in 
treated sewage effluent. 

Chlorine was included in the cost 
model because it is effective and gener¬ 
ally less expensive than other disinfec¬ 
tion techniques. The policy generally ap¬ 
plies to sewage effluents that are dis¬ 
charged into water ways where commer¬ 
cial harvesting of sea products takes 
place. Chlorine disinfestion is not re¬ 
quired by this regulation and, further, 
this regulation does not preclude imposi¬ 
tion of local or state regulations which 
may require the disinfection of the 
effluent. 

04) One commenter stated that the 
Agency does not clearly state whether 
hospitals are to pretreat w’astes dis¬ 
charged to municipal sew r er systems. 

The w f aste from hospitals is generally 
compatible with municipal treatment 
systems. In-house techniques, such as 
silver, barium and mercury collection, 
should be practiced. 

The Agency is subject to an order of 
the United States District Court for the 
District of Columbia entered in Natural 
Resources Defense Council v. Train et al. 
<Cv. No. 1609-73) w’hich requires the 
promulgation of regulations for this 
point source category no later than April 
30, 1976. This order also requires that 
such regulations become effective im¬ 
mediately upon publication. 

It has not been practicable to develop 
and publish regulations for this category 


in proposed form, to provide a 30 day 
comment period, and to make any neces¬ 
sary revisions in light of the comments 
received within the time constraints im¬ 
posed by the court order referred to 
above. Accordingly, the Agency has de¬ 
termined pursuant to 5 U.S.C. $ 553(b) 
that notice of the interim final regula¬ 
tions would be impracticable and con¬ 
trary to the public interest. Good cause 
is also found for these regulations to be¬ 
come effective immediately upon pub¬ 
lication. 

Interested persons are encoiuaged to 
submit written comments. Comments 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 
M St. S.W., Washington. D.C. 20460. 
Attention: Distribution Officer, WH-552. 
Comments on all aspects of the regula¬ 
tion are solicited. In the event comments 
are in the nature of criticisms as to the 
adequacy of data which are available, or 
which may be relied upon by the Agency, 
comments should identify and, if pos¬ 
sible, provide any additional data which 
may be available and should indicate why 
such data are essential to the amend¬ 
ment or modification of the regulation. 
In the event comments address the ap¬ 
proach taken by the Agency in establish¬ 
ing an effluent limitation or guideline 
EPA solicits suggestions as to what alter¬ 
native approach should be taken and why 
and how this alternative better satisfies 
the detailed requirements of sections 301 
and 304(b) of the Act. 

A copy of all public comments will be 
available for inspection and copying at 
the EPA Public Information Reference 
Unit, Room 2922 (EPA Library), Water¬ 
side Mall, 401 M Street S.W., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20460. A copy of preliminary 
draft contractor reports, the Develop¬ 
ment Document and economic study 
referred to above, and certain supple¬ 
mentary materials supporting the study 
of this point source category concerned 
will also be maintained at this location 
for public review and copying. The EPA 
information regulation, 40 CFR Part 2, 
provides that a reasonable fee may be 
charged for copying. 

All comments received on or before 
June 7, 1976 will be considered. Steps 
previously taken by the Environmental 
Protection Agency to facilitate public re¬ 
sponse within this time period are out¬ 
lined in the advance notice concerning 
public review procedures published on 
August 6, 1973 (38 FR 21202). In the 
event that the final regulation differs 
substantially from the interim final regu¬ 
lation set forth herein the Agency will 
consider petitions for reconsideration of 
any permits issued in accordance with 
these interim final regulations. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 40 
CFR Part 460 is hereby established as set 
forth below\ 

Dated: April 30.1976. 

Russell E. Train, 
Administrator. 

Subpart A—Hospital Category 

Sec. 

460.10 Applicability; description of the 
hospital category. 


Sec. 

460.11 Specialized definitions. 

460.12 Effluent limitations and guidelines 

representing the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the ap¬ 
plication of the best practicable 
control technology currently avail¬ 
able. 

Authority: Secs. 301. 304 (b) and (c), 
360(b), 307 (b) and (c). Federal Water Pol¬ 
lution Control Act. as amended (33 U.S.C. 
1251. 1311, 1314 (b) and (c), 1316(b) and 
1317 (b) and (c), 86 Stat. 816 et. seq.; Pub. L. 
92-500) (the Act). 

Subpart A—Hospital Category 

§ 460*10 Applicability; description of 
the hospital category. 

The provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to discharges resulting from the 
functional operations of the hospital 
point source category. 

§ 460.11 Specialized definitions. 

For the purpose of this subpart: (a) 
Except as provided below, the general 
definitions, abbreviations and methods 
of analysis set forth In Part 401 of this 
chapter shall apply to this subpart. 

(b) The term “product” shall mean 
service resulting from the hospital ac¬ 
tivity in terms of 1,000 occupied beds. 

§ 460.12 Effluent limitations and guidc- 
liiicj* representing the degree of efflu¬ 
ent reduction attainable by the ap¬ 
plication of the best practicable con¬ 
trol technology currently available. 

In establishing the limitations set 
forth in this section, EPA took into ac¬ 
count all information it was able to col¬ 
lect, develop and solicit with respect to 
factors (such as age and size of plant, 
raw’ materials, processes, products pro¬ 
duced, treatment technology available, 
energy requirements and costs) which 
can affect the categorization and effluent 
levels established. It is. however, possible 
that data wiiich would affect these limi¬ 
tations have not been available and, as a 
result, these limitations should be ad¬ 
justed for certain waste treatment plants 
in this point source category. An individ¬ 
ual discharger or other interested person 
may submit evidence to the Regional Ad¬ 
ministrator (or to the State, If the State 
has the authority to issue NPDES per¬ 
mits) that factors relating to the equip¬ 
ment or facilities involved, the process 
applied, or other such factors related to 
such discharger are fundamentally dif¬ 
ferent from the factors considered in the 
establishment of the guidelines. On the 
basis of such evidence or other available 
information, the Regional Administrator 
(or the State) will make a written find¬ 
ing that such factors are or are not 
fundamentally different for that facility 
compared to those specified in the De¬ 
velopment Document. If such funda¬ 
mentally different factors are found to 
exist, the Regional Administrator or the 
State shall establish fc>r the discharger 
effluent limitations in the NPDES permit 
either more or less stringent than the 
limitations established herein, to the ex¬ 
tent dictated by such fundamentally dif¬ 
ferent factors. Such limitations must be 
approved by the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency. The 
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Administrator may approve or disap¬ 
prove such limitations, specify other 
limitations, or initiate proceedings to re¬ 
vise these regulations. 

(a) The following limitations establish 
the quantity or quality of pollutants or 
pollutant properties, controlled by this 
paragraph, which may be discharged 
from the hospital point source subject to 
the provisions of this paragraph after 
application of the best practicable con¬ 
trol technology currently available: 


Effluent limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

• N 

Maximum for 
any 1 day. 

Average of dally 
values for 30 
consecutive days 

shall not 
exceed— 



(Metric uuite) kg/1,000 occupied beds 

BOD*_. 

.41.0_ 

33. G 

T8S.. 

.55.6. 

33.8 

pH. 

.... Within 



the 



range 
6.0 to 



t.O. 



(English unite) lb/1,000occupied beds 


BOD5. . 

90.4. 

74.0 

T88. 

122.4. 

74.5 

pH. 

Within .. . 



the 

range 

0.0 to 

9.0. 



(FR Doc.76-13249 Filed 5-6-76;8:45 am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[ 40 CFR Part 460 ] 

[FRL 534-7 J 

hospital point source category 

Effluent Limitations, Guidelines and 

Standards 

Notice is hereby given that effluent 
limitations and guidelines for existing 
sources, standards of performance and 
pretreatment standards for new sources 
set forth in tentative form below are pro¬ 
posed by the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). Simultaneously with 
this notice of proposed rulemaking, 
EPA is promulgating a regulation add¬ 
ing Part 460 to Chapter 40 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations. That regula¬ 
tion establishes effluent limitations and 
guidelines for existing sources based on 
the best practicable control technology 
currently available for the hospital 
point source category. The regulation 
proposed below will amend 40 CFR 460— 
hospital point source category by adding 
sections 460.13, 460.14, 460.15 and 

460.16 to the hospital category (Sub¬ 
part A) pursuant to sections 306(b) and 
307 (b) and (c) of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act, as amended (33 
U.S.C. 1251, 1316(b) and 1317(b) and 
(c), 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; P.L. 92-500) 
(the Act). Simultaneously with this 
proposed rule making EPA is promul¬ 
gating interim final regulations which 
establish the above listed subparts. 

(a) Legal authority. Section 301(b) 
of the Act requires the achievement by 
not later than July 1, 1977, of effluent 
limitations for point sources, other than 
publicly owned treatment works, which 
require the application of the best prac¬ 
ticable control technology currently 
available as defined by the Administra¬ 
tor pursuant to section 304(b) of the 
Act. Section 301(b) also requires the 
achievement by not later than July 1, 
1983. of effluent limitations for point 
sources, other than publicly owned treat¬ 
ment works, which require the applica¬ 
tion of best available technology eco¬ 
nomically achievable which will result 
in reasonable further progress toward 
the national goal of eliminating the 
discharge of all pollutants, as deter¬ 
mined in accordance with regulations 
issued by the Administrator pursuant 
to section 304(b) of the Act. 

Section 304(b) of the Act requires the 
Administrator to publish regulations 
providing guidelines for effluent limita¬ 
tions setting forth the degree of efflu¬ 
ent reduction attainable through the 
application of the best practicable con¬ 
trol technology currently available and 
the degree of effluent reduction attain¬ 
able through the application of the best 
control measures and practices achiev¬ 
able including treatment techniques. 
Process and procedural innovations, 
operating methods and other alterna¬ 
tives. The regulation herein sets forth 
effluent limitations and guidelines, pur¬ 
suant to sections 301 and 304(b) of the 
Act, for the hospital point source cate¬ 
gory. 


Section 306 of the Act requires the 
achievement by new sources of a Fed¬ 
eral standard of performance providing 
for the control of the discharge of pol¬ 
lutants which reflects the greatest de¬ 
gree of effluent reduction which the Ad¬ 
ministrator determines to be achievable 
through application of the best avail¬ 
able demonstrated control technology, 
processes, operating methods, or other 
alternatives, including, where practi¬ 
cable, a standard permitting no dis¬ 
charge of pollutants. 

Section 306(b)(1)(B) of the Act re¬ 
quires the Administrator to propose 
regulations establishing Federal stand¬ 
ards of performance for categories of new 
sources included in a list published pur¬ 
suant to section 306(b) (1) (A) of the Act. 
Simultaneously wdth the appearance of 
proposed rulemaking is a Federal Reg¬ 
ister notice titled “Addition to the List 
of Categories of Sources.” This notice 
adds the Part 460—hospital point source 
category and is in accordance with the 
provisions of section 306(b) (1) (A) of the 
Act. The regulations proposed herein set 
forth the standards of performance ap¬ 
plicable to new sources for the hospital 
point source category. 

Section 307(c) of the Act requires the 
Administrator to promulgate pretreat¬ 
ment standards for new sources at the 
same time that standards of perform¬ 
ance for new sources are promulgated 
pursuant to section 306. Section 460.16 
proposed below, provides pretreatment 
standards for new sources within the 
hospital category (Subpart A) of the 
hospital point source category. Section 
307(b) of the Act requires the establish¬ 
ment of pretreatment standards for 
pollutants introduced into publicly owned 
treatment works and 40 CFR 128 estab¬ 
lishes that the Agency will propose 
specific pretreatment standards at the 
time effluent limitations are established 
for point source discharges. However 
due cause is found to set aside for this 
regulation the applicability of that por¬ 
tion of 40 CFR 128.133 requiring the 
Agency to propose pretreatment stand¬ 
ards concerning the application of 
effluent limitations to pretreatment at 
the time such effluent limitations are 
promulgated. The Agency may establish 
pretreatment standards for existing 
sources within the hospital category 
(Subpart A) of the hospital point source 
category at a future date. 

(b) Summary and basis of proposed 
standards of performance and pretreat¬ 
ment standards for new sources. The 
general methodology and summary of 
conclusions are discussed in consid¬ 
erable detail in the preamble of the 
interim final regulations for the hospi¬ 
tal point source category (Subpart 
A) which are being promulgated 
by EPA simultaneously with publication 
of this proposed regulation. The infor¬ 
mation contained in the preamble to the 
interim final regulation is incorporated 
herein by reference. The proposed regu¬ 
lation set forth below proposes pretreat¬ 
ment standards for pollutants intro¬ 
duced into publicly owned treatment 
works. The proposal will establish for 


each subpart the extent of application of 
effluent limitations to existing sources 
and to new sources which discharge to 
publicly owned treatment works. The 
regulation is intended to be comple¬ 
mentary to the general regulation for 
pretreatment standards for existing 
sources set forth at 40 CFR 128. The gen¬ 
eral regulation was proposed July 19, 
1973 (38 FR 19236), and published hi 
final form on November 8, 1973 (38 FR 
30982 L The regulation proposed below 
applies to users of- publicly owned treat¬ 
ment works which fall within the de¬ 
scription of the point source category to 
which the limitations and standards 
apply. However, the proposed pretreat¬ 
ment regulation applies to the introduc¬ 
tion of pollutants which are directed into 
a publicly owned treatment works, rather 
than to discharges of pollutants to 
navigable waters. 

The general pretreatment standard 
divides pollutants discharged by users of 
publicly owned treatment works into 
two broad categories; “compatible” and 
“incompatible.” Compatible pollutants 
are generally not subject to specific nu¬ 
merical pret reatment standards. How¬ 
ever, 40 CFR 128.131 (prohibited wastes) 
may be applicable to compatible pol¬ 
lutants. Additionally, local pretreatment 
requirements may apply (See 40 CFR 
128.110). Incompatible pollutants are 
subject generally to pretreatment stand¬ 
ards as provided in 40 CFR 128.133. 

Section 460.14 of the regulation re¬ 
served below is intended to implement 
the intent of section 128.133, by setting 
forth specific limitations for particular 
pollutants subject to pretreatment re¬ 
quirements. 

Questions were raised puring the pub¬ 
lic comment period on the proposed gen¬ 
eral pretreatment standard (40 CFR 
128) about the propriety of applying a 
standard based upon best practicable 
control technology currently available to 
all plants subject to pretreatment stand¬ 
ards. In gneeral, EPA believes the 
analyses supporting the effluent limita¬ 
tions and guidelines are adequate to 
make a determination regarding the ap¬ 
plication of those standards to users of 
publicly owned treatment works. How¬ 
ever, to ensure that those standards are 
appropriate in all cases, EPA now seeks 
additional comments focusing upon the 
the application of effluent limitations 
and guidelines to users of publicly owned 
treatment works. 

The report entitled “Development 
Document for Interim Final Effluent 
Limitations Guidelines and New Source 
Performance Standards for the Hospital 
Point Source Category” details the 
analysis undertaken in support of the 
regulation being proposed herein and is 
available for inpsection in the EPA 
Public Information Reference Unit, 
Room 2922 (EPA Library), Waterside 
Mall, Washington. D.C. 20460, at all EPA 
regional offices, and at State water pol¬ 
lution control offices. A supplementary 
analysis prepared for EPA of the possible 
economic effects of the proposed regula¬ 
tion is also available for inspection at 
these locations. Copies of both of these 
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documents are being sent to persons or 
institutions affected by the proposed reg¬ 
ulation or who have placed themselves 
on a mailing list for this purpose (see 
EPA’s Advance Notice of Public Review 
Procedures, 38 P.R. 21202, August 6, 
1973). An additional limited number of 
copies of both reports are available. Per¬ 
sons wishing to obtain a copy may write 
the Environmental Protection Agency, 
Effluent Guidelines Division, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20460, Attention: Distribution 
Officer, WH-552. 

When this regulation is promulgated, 
revised copies of the Development Docu¬ 
ment will be available from the Super¬ 
intendent of Documents, Government 
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 
Copies of the Economic Analysis will be 
available through the National Technical 
Information Service, Springfield Vir¬ 
ginia 22151. 

(c) Summary of public participation. 
A full listing of participants and discus¬ 
sion of comments and responses is in¬ 
cluded in the preamble of the interim 
final regulation for the category being 
slmulaneously promulgated by EPA and 
are incorporated herein by reference. 

Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting written 
comments in triplicate to the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency. 401 M St. 
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20460. Atten¬ 
tion: Distribution Officer, WH-552. Com¬ 
ments on all aspects of the proposed 
regulation are solicited. In the event 
comments are in the nature of criticisms 
as to the adequacy of data which are 
available, or which may be relied upon 
by the Agency, comments should identify 
and. if passible, provide any additional 
data which may be available and should 
indicate why such data are essential to 
the development of the regulations. In 
the event comments address the ap¬ 
proach taken by the Agency in estab¬ 
lishing a standard of performance or 
pretreatment standard. EPA solicits sug¬ 
gestions as to what alternative approach 
should be taken and why and how this 
alternative better satisfies the detailed 
requirements of sections 306 and 307(b) 
and (c) of the Act. 

A copy of all public comments will be 
available for inspection and copying at 
the EPA Public Information Reference 
Unit, Room 2922 (EPA Library), Water¬ 
side Mall, 401 M Street, S.W., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20460. A copy of preliminary 
draft contractor reports, the Develop¬ 
ment Documents and economic study 
referred to above, and certain supple¬ 
mentary materials supporting the study 
of the industry concerned will also be 
maintained at this location for public 


review and copying. The EPA informa¬ 
tion regulation, 40 CFR Part 2. provides 
that a reasonable fee may be charged for 
copying. 

All comments received on or before 
June 7, 1976. Steps previously taken by 
the Environmental Projection Agency 
to facilitate public response within this 
time period are outlined in the advance 
notice concerning public review proce¬ 
dures published on August 6, 1973 (38 
P.R. 21202). 

Dated: April 30, 1976. 

Russell E. Train, 
Administrator . 

Subpart A—Hosp tal Category 

Sec. 

460.13 Effluent limitations guidelines rep- 

presenting the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the appli¬ 
cation of the best available tech¬ 
nology economically achievable. 

460.14 f Reserved] 

460.15 Standards of performance for new 

sources. 

460.16 Pretreatment standards for new 

sources. 

Authority: Sec. 301, 304(b) and (c), 
306(b). 307(b) and (c). Federal Water Pollu¬ 
tion Control Act, as amended (33 U.S.C. 
1251, 1311. 1314(b) and (c), 1316(b) and 
1317(b) and (c), 8Q Stat. 816 et. seq.; Publ. 
L. 92-500) (the Act). 

Subpart A—Hospital Category 

§ 460.13 Effluent limitations guidelines 
representing the degree of effluent re¬ 
duction attainable by the application 
of the best available technology eco¬ 
nomically achievable. 

(a) The following limitations establish 
the quantity or quality of pollutants or 
pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section, which may be discharged from 
the hospital category by a point source 
subject to the provisions of this subpart 
after application of the best available 
technology economically achievable: 


Effluent limitations 

Effluent Average or daily 

characteristic Maximum for values for 30 
any 1 day consecutive days 
shall not 
exceed— 


(Metric units) kg/1,000 occupied beds 

BODS— 

.10.4. 

16.9 
16.9 

T8S.._. 

pIL.... 

range 6.0 to 

9.0. 

(English units) !b/l,000occupied beds 

BODS 

.42.6. 

87.2 

87.2 

TS8...„ 
PH. 

9M 9 

range 6.0 to 

9.0. 


§ 460.14 tReserved] 

§460.15 Standards of performance for 
new sources. 

The following standards of perform¬ 
ance establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con¬ 
trolled by this section, which may be dis¬ 
charged from the hospital category by a 
new source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart: 



Effluent limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Average of dally 
Maximum for values for 3 <j 


any I day eonsecutiv* days 
shall not 

exceed- - 


(Metric units) kg/1,000 occupied bed* 


BODS.. 

19.4.. 

16.9 
1& 9 

TSS. 

18.2 .. 

pH.. 

Within the _ __ 



range 6.0 
to 0.0. 



(English units) lb/1,0C0 occupied beds 


.42.0. 37.2 

TS8.39.9. 87.2 

pH...Within the . .. 

range 6.0 
to 9.0. 


§ 460.16 Pretreatment tUandur<L for 
new Mjurce*. 

The pretreatment standard under sec¬ 
tion 307(c) of the Act for a source within 
the hospital category which is a user of a 
publicly owned and a major contributing 
industry as defined in 40 CFR 128 (and 
which would be a new source subject to 
section 306 of the Act. if it were to dis¬ 
charge pollutants to the navigable wa¬ 
ters) , shall be the same standard as set 
forth in 40 CTR 128, for existing sources, 
except that, for the purpose of this sec¬ 
tion, 40 CFR 128.121, 128.122, 128.132 and 
128.133 shall not apply. The following 
pretreatment standard establishes the 
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol¬ 
lutant properties controlled by this sec¬ 
tion which may be discharged to a pub¬ 
licly owned treatment works by a new 
source subject to the provisions of this 
subpart: 

Pollutant or pollutant property Pretreatment 


standard 

BODS _ No limitation 

TSS___ Do. 

Oil and grease_ 100 mg/1. 


[FR Doc.76-13250 Filed 5-5-7G;8:46 am] 
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